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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles
383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

CONSENT TO SELL COUNTY-OWNED PARK REAL PROPERTY
TO THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA FOR FREEWAY PURPOSES

DIAMOND BAR GOLF COURSE
(FOURTH) (3 VOTES)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING:

Certify that the Board, as a 
Environmental Quality Act 
its own conclusions regarding the environmental effects of the proposed project
(as described below) and the negative declaration/finding of no significant impact
(Exhibit A) adopted by the , Department of 

(Caltrans) as lead agency; determine that the documents adequately address the
environmental impacts of the proposed project; find that your Board has complied
with the requirements of 

agency; and , adopt by s negative 

significant impact.

Find that the offer of 
$478, 143 complies with the 
Section 5405.

Approve and authorize the Chair to sign an agreement , attached
hereto as Exhibit B , stipulating, among other things , that Caltrans has complied
with the requirements of 

compensation offered to the County.

To Enrich Lives Through Effective And Caring Service
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Approve and 
(Exhibit C), Easement Deed (Exhibit D), and 
(Exhibit E), all of which have been approved as to form by County Counsel.

Instruct the Auditor-Controller to deposit all the 
the Diamond 
Administrative Office (CAO).

Approve the use of the funds received from Caltrans for the 
portion remaining of the 

substitute park land and facilities.

Authorize the CAO to execute any other 
sale transaction upon approval by County Counsel.

PURPOSElJUSTIFICA TION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The purpose of the recommended action is to effect a sale of the Fee Property and 
Easement to Caltrans for the total 143 , including compensation for
improvements and development costs , and to correct an erroneous legal description for
an existing Southern California Edison (Edison) easement.

Caltrans is developing a 
Freeway intersection for the purpose of 
conducive to merging 
owned Diamond Bar Golf Course. The Fee Property 
identified by Caltrans as necessary for the project. , Caltrans has 
the Easement as being 
beneath the 
amount of $478, 143 (rounded), consisting of $59 070 for the Fee Property, $140,624 for
improvements located on the 639 for the Easement, $264 314 for
development costs required to reconfigure the Golf Course to accommodate the taking
of the Fee Property and Easement , and $7 143 in accumulated interest calculated as of
November 2002 , the date Caltrans determined the value of the County property.
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Furthermore , during the course of engineering the freeway expansion , it was discovered
that existing power lines owned by Edison , which cross the County property, are located
outside of the area described in Edison s recorded easement. The CAO would 
use this opportunity to correct the 
operations.

The 
evaluated the Project and Caltrans' offer of compensation, and have concluded that the
amount of 
Section 5405 and is sufficient to enable Parks to reconfigure the affected portion of the
Golf Course so that the project will not adversely affect the ongoing golf operation.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The Countywide Strategic Plan directs that we 
responsive services (Goal 1). The timely transfer of the 
efforts to expand adjacent freeways to benefit the commuting public. The golfing public
will likewise benefit from the sale in terms of improved facilities that will operate without
being negatively impacted by the proposed freeway construction.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

The total compensation offered by the State is $471,000 (rounded), excluding interest.
The 143, for a 

$478, 143.

In the instance of correcting the legal description for the Edison easement, inasmuch as
the power lines have existed prior to the County's development of the property for "golf

purposes, the parties have approached this issue as a procedural matter and as such
no compensation is to be paid. 

Proceeds from the sale will be 
(V17) Fund.
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FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

Diamond Bar Golf Course consists of 174 acres. The Fee 
No. 77126-1 on the attached map, is an 

379 square feet , which is less than one acre. The Easement, identified as Parcel
No. 77126-2 on the 
surface area to be used for the 
water from the Golf Course.

In addition to the 

Caltrans has offered compensation for the relocation of the tee box on the number eight
hole, the relocation of the protective 

existing improvements , including irrigation systems, mature landscaping and trees.

Section 5406 of the PRC provides that , upon receiving an offer of compensation for the
acquisition of a park, the legislative body of the entity operating the park may enter into
an agreement with the entity acquiring the park to the effect that the acquiring entity has
complied with the requirements of Section 5405 of the PRC in 
of compensation which has been 
after a public hearing.

PRC Section 5405 provides that the amount of 
the acquisition of park land must be equal to the cost of acquiring substitute park land of
comparable characteristics and of 
would allow for use of the 
persons who used the , and the cost of 
substitute facilities of the same type and number , plus the cost of development of such
substitute park land , including the placing of such substitute facilities thereon.

Based on an appraisal of the property submitted by Caltrans , the CAO has determined
that the amount of compensation offered by Caltrans meets the above-described criteria
required by PRC Section 5405.
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Furthermore , PRC Section 5404 provides that if less than 10 percent of the park land
but not more than one acre, is acquired , the entity operating the park 
acquiring substitute park land and facilities, improve the 
remaining using the funds received for this purpose after holding a public hearing on the
matter and upon a majority vote of its , the funds are
being deposited into the Diamond Bar Capital Improvement Fund rather than the Asset
Development Implementation Fund per usual County policy.

A public notice of the proposed acquisition by Caltrans , including the area and facilities
proposed to be acquired , the amount of compensation offered , and a statement that the
proceeds will be used for Golf Course improvements, was posted on the property for 45
days.

Furthermore , Parks recommends , and the CAO concurs , that the proceeds 
transaction should be used to improve the remainder of the Diamond Bar Golf Course
rather than for the purchase of substitute park land and facilities.

During the course of surveying the golf course for the purpose of determining the impact
of the proposed freeway widening, it was discovered that the existing Edison utility pole
and high power lines were located outside of the area actually granted Edison as part of
a pre-existing easement. The substitution of the actual area in use by Edison , shown as
Parcel No. 77126-3 on the attached map, for a similar size area included in the original
easement will be accomplished by recording a Modification of Grant of Easement.

County Counsel has 
approved them as to 
saleable interest in the properties exists.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

Caltrans has prepared 
Declaration/Finding of No 
respect to your Board's approval of the 
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above-described property interests to 
agency for the , and 
independently consider and adopt the Negative 
Impact attached as Exhibit A.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES OR PROJECTS

The potentially adverse impact of the acquisition by Caltrans has already been mitigated
with the prior relocation of certain golf-related , there will be
no impact on , the widening of the freeway 
this acquisition will facilitate the flow of traffic in this area for the public s benefit.

CONCLUSION

It is requested that the , Board of Supervisors, 
copies of the Minute Order, and the 
Estate Division at 222 South Hill Street, 3rd Floor, Los Angeles , CA 90012 for further
processing. , stamped Board letter
to Parks , Planning Division , 433 South Vermont Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90020.

Respectful submitted

~. 

)J.,--
Chief Administrative Officer

DEJ:CWW
CB:CK:dg
Attachments (6)
c: County Counsel

Auditor-Controller
Department of Parks & Recreation

DBarGolICourse.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA SCH No.2000051016
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 07-LA-57/60

NEGATIVE DECLARATION (CEQA)

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public ResourcesCode

Description

The project proposesto construct a direct connector that will link the High OccupancyVehicle (HOV lanes on State
Route 57 and State Route 60 in the City of Diamond Bar and the City of industry. The project also includes
realigning the Grand Avenueon-ramp to westbound StateRoute 60,extending to Brea Canyon Road, and adding a
lane to the Grand Avenueoff-ramp from northbound StateRoute 57 / eastboundStateRoute 60.

Construction of the proposedproject is expectedto require approximately three years.Construction activities would
be planned and conducted in such a manner as to reducetraffic delaysas much as possible.

Determination

An Initial Study has beenprepared by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). On the basis of this
study, it is determinedthat the proposed action will not have a significant effect on the environment for the
following reasons:

I. The project would not substantially affect topography, seismicexposure,erosion, floodplains, wetlands or
water quality.

2. The proposedproject will not significantly affect natural vegetation, sensitive,endangeredor threatened
plant or animal species,or agriculture. Brea Canyon Creek is located near the project area and the District
Biologist will coordinate with the construction contractor to avoidany impacts to that drainage.

3. The proposed project will not significantly affect solid wastes,or the consumption ofenergy and natural
resources.

4. The proposed project will promote improved regional air quality.

5. The proposed project will result in increasednoise levels along its route, but with the addition of
soundwalls,theseeffects will be reducedto acceptablelevels.

6. The proposed project will not significantly affect land useor other socioeconomicfacilities, but will affect
public facilities in that a right-of-way acquisition would be necessaryfrom the Diamond Bar Golf Course.
This acquisition will require relocation of barrier fencing and a transmission tower, neither of which will
affect the play of the game.

7. The proposed project will not significantly affect cultural resources,scenicresources,or aesthetics.
Landscapingwill be provided to mitigate the lossof existing freeway and golf coursevegetation.

~ ~
I’r Raja , Deputy Dir r Datej

California Department of Transportation
District 7



PEDERALRIGSWAY ADMINISTRA11ON
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT 1MFAC~

FOR
WEAVING IMPROVEMENTSAT STATEROUTE~7ANT) STATE ROUTE60

This projectproposesweavingimprovementsat StateRoute(SR) 57 andStateRoute60. SR-57
and SR-60 combinein commonalignmentfor a distanceof aproximatclyl.9miles bisectingthe
communityofDiamondBarandtheCity ofIndustry in Los AngelesCounty,

The PHWA hasdeterminedthatthis project will not haveany significant impact on the human
environment.Thisfinding ofnosignificantimpactisbasedontheattachedenvironmentalassessment,
whichhasbeenindependentlyevaluatedby theFHWA.anddeterminedto adequatelyandaccurately
discusstheenvironmentalissuesandimpactsoftheproposedproject. It providessufficientevidence
andanalysisfor determiningthatan environmentalimpactstatementis flat required. The FHWA
takes fill responsibility for the accuracy, scope,and contentof the attachedEnvironmental
Assessment,

Approved by:

CésarE. Perez Date
Sr. TransportationEngineer



STATE ROUTE 57/60
WEAVE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

in the
CITY OF DIAMOND BAR and theCITY OF INDUSTRY,

LOS ANGELES COUNTY

The proposed project consistsof constructing a direct connector that will link the High
OccupancyVehicle Lanes on StateRoute 57 andStateRoute 60 in the City of Diamond
Bar and the City of Industry. It also includes realigning the Grand Avenue on-ramp to
westbound State Route 60, extending it to Brea Canyon Road, and adding a lane to the
Grand Avenueoff-ramp from northbound StateRoute 57/ eastboundState Route 60.

INITIAL STUDY / ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
and

SECTION4(1) EVALUATION

Stateof California
Department of Transportation

and
U.S. Department ofTransportation
Federal Highway Administration

Pursuant to: 42 USC 4332(2)(C)
40 USC 303

Division Chief
Caltrans,District 7

Michael G. Ritehie ) Date
Division Administrator
FederalHighwayAdministration



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Section i~g~

1.0 Purposeand Need I
Introduction 1
Purpose for the ProposedWeavingProject 2
Needfor the ProposedWeavingProject 2

2.0 Description oftheProposedMternatives 6
Background 6
Project Location 6
Alternative Analysis 9
Description ofAlternatives 9

AlternativeA: No Build 9
AlternativeB: HOVDirect ConnectorandCollectorRoad 9
AlternativeB (Reduced):NOVDirect ConnectorCollectorRoad 10
AlternativeC: NOVDirect ConnectorandWestboundStateRoute60 On-Ramp 11
AlternativeD: DoubleDeck 11

Comparison of Alternatives 12
AccidentRate 12
PeakHour Volumes 12

Alternatives ConsideredandRejected 14
RelatedProjects in the Area 14

3.0 Affected Environment 15
Introduction 15
Existing Environment 15

Biology 15
HazardousWaste 15
Geology 16
Air Quality 17
Noise 17
Land UsePlanning 17
Aesthetics 20
Historic andCultural Resources 20
Traffic. Circulation, Safety 20

4.0 Environmental Evaluation 22
Introduction 22
List ofTechnical Studies 22
CEQA Checklist 24
Discussionof the Environmental Evaluation 27

GeologicHazards 27
HazardousWaste 27
Floodplain 27
WetlandsandRiparianHabitat 28
WaterQuality 28



4.0 EnvironmentalEvaluationContinued
Air Standards 28
Noise 30
Biological impacts 31
Agricultural impacts 31
CommunityFacilities andPublicRecreationAreas 31
Existing TransportationSystem 32
Archaeological 33
Aesthetics 33
ConstructionRelatedimpacts 34 I

5.0 Consultation and Coordination 35
ScopingProcess 35
Public Hearing 35
Responseto Public Comments 38

6.0 List ofPreparers 48

7,0 Determination 49 1

List of Tables
Table J~a~eNumber

LI Level of ServiceA-F 4
1.2 Level of Service RangeF 5
23 Accident Rate for EachAlternative 13
2,4 Peak Hour Volumes 13
3.1 Mainline Traffic Projections 21
4.1 Build VersusNo Build for Direct HOV ConnectorLanes 29
4.2 Air Quality PercentChange 30

List of Figures
Figure

1 RegionalMap 7
2 Location Map 8
3 SensitiveReceptors 18
4 Diamond BarGolf Course 19



LO PURPOSEAND NEED

INTRODUCTION

The OrangeFreeway (StateRoute 57) is a major north-southcorridorusedasa principal
arterial providing commuteraccessbetweenSanGabrielValley andOrange County as
well as betweenwesternportionsof Riverside, SanBernardino, andOrangeCounties. I
StateRoute 57 originates at the junction ofInterstate Route 5 andStateRoute 22 nearthe
City ofSantaAria in Orange County. It runs approximately 50 kilometers(31 miles)and
terminates at State Route 210 and Interstate Route 10 in the City of Pomona in Los
AngelesCounty. StateRoute 57 facilitates connectionsbetweenInterstate 5, StateRoute
22, StateRoute 91, StateRoute 60, Interstate10 and Interstate 210.

StateRoute 57 currently consistsof three3.35 meter (11 foot) and one 3,65 meter (12
foot) variable mixed-flow lanes, a 1.22 meter (4 foot) buffer, and one High Occupancy
Vehicle (HOV) lane in each direction from Pathfinder Road overcrossingto the Birch
Street undercrossing. The HOV laneswere openedto traffic in Augustof 1997.

The Pomona Freeway (State Route 60) is a major east-west urban freeway running
parallel to, and south of, 1-10. Its primary function is as an interregional and intra-
regional travel corridor that provides a commuter link betweendowntown Los Angeles
and the citiesandcommunitiesofSan Gabriel Valley, PomonaValley, Riverside County,
and San Bernardino County. It also facilitates the movements of goods along this
corridor. State Route 60 is approximately 114 kilometers (71 miles) in length,beginning
at Interstate 10 in the City of Los Angelesand ending at Interstate10 near the City of
Beaumont in Riverside County. State Route 60 provides connections between State
Route 91, Interstate 15, State Route 71, State Route 57, Interstate Route 605, Interstate
710, Interstate Route 10, Interstate 5, and StateRoute 101.

StateRoute 60 consistsoffour 3.35 meter (11-foot) mixed-flow lanes, a .3048 meter (1-
foot) buffer, and one HOV lane in eachdirection. The HOV laneswere openedto traffic
in the Summerof 1998.

State Route 57 and StateRoute 60 combinein a commonalignment for a distanceof
approximately 3.06 kilometers (1.9 miles), bisecting the City of Diamond Bar and the
City of Industry in Los Angeles County. This common span consists of a 12 lane
freeway that extendsfrom just eastofthe Brea Canyon Road undercrossing to just west
of Diamond Bar Boulevard undercrossing. This span encompassesseveral bridge
structures, including Brea Canyon Road undercrossing,Grand Avenue overcrossing,and
the Diamond Bar Boulevardundercrossing.

The Grand Avenue on- and off-ramps areheavily used,major city interchangesthat serve
Mount San Antonio College, the Cities of Industry and Walnut to the north, and the
Cities of Diamond Bar and Chino Hills to the south and east.

StateRoute57/60 WeaveImprovementProject Page1



PURPOSEOFTHE PROPOSEDWEAVING PROJECT

The purposeof this study is to identify the most effectiveproject to reduce the weaving
problems that currently exist along the common alignment of StateRoute 57 / State
Route 60, aswell as to lessensafetyhazardsassociatedwith weaving. The project will
also serveto maximize the efficiency of existing and future HOV lanes along the two
freewaysby providing safeandeasyaccessto andfrom lanes.

NEED FOR THE PROPOSEDWEAVING PROJECT

Thereis the needfor improvementsalong the common alignment of StateRoute 57 and
StateRoute60 to reducethe amountof vehiclesweavingalong thefreeways. Currently,
a situationexistswheremotoristsare forcedto weaveacrosslanes of traffic in order to
remainon their intendedcourse. While the weavingsituationon the commonalignment
is bad, it is worsenedby motoristsattemptingto go betweenthe HOV lanesof State
Route57 andStateRoute60. In addition,motoristsenteringandexitingthe freewayvia
theGrandAvenueaccessrampsfurtherserveto amplify analreadydeficientsituation.

Eachalternative, with the exceptionof the No Build, would improve the weaving
conditionsin severaldifferent areas. All of the currentexisting weavescenariosare
listed anddescribedbelow in order to evaluateeachalternative.

WestboundStateRoute 60:

~ Weave#1: GrandAvenueon-rampto westboundStateRoute 60
Vehiclesentering the freewayat GrandAvenuewanting to proceedwestboundon
StateRoute 60 arerequiredto mergewith traffic onto the number6 laneandweave
overto thenumber4 lanein lessthan 1.13 kilometers(0.7mile).

• Weave#2: WestboundStateRoute 6OtosouthboundStateRoute57
Vehiclesmaking the transition from westbound State Route 60 to southbound State
Route 57 must crossfrom the left four lanesoftraffic to the right threelanesof traffic
within a distanceof 2.41 kilometers (1.5 miles).

• Weave#3: WestboundStateRoute60 to the GrandAvenueoff-ramp
Vehiclesmakingthe transition from westbound State Route 60 to the GrandAvenue
off-ramp must cross from the left four lanesof traffic to the right laneof a six lane
section before exiting at GrandAvenue within a distanceof less than 0.64 of a
kilometer(0.4mile).

• Weave#4: SouthboundStateRoute57to westboundStateRoute 60
Vehiclesmaking the transition from southboundState Route 57 to westboundState
Route 60 mustcross from the right threelanesto the left four lanes. The number4
lane is an optional lane andleadsto both westboundStateRoute 60 andsouthbound
StateRoute57,

StateRoute57/60WeaveImprovementProject Page2



• Weave#5: HOVianeto southboundStateRoute57
WhentheHOV laneon StateRoute60 is opento traffic to BreaCanyonRoad,there
will be anewproblemof the inefficient movementof HOVs betweenStateRoute57
andStateRoute 60. In the absenceof a direct connector,vehiclestraveling in the
HOV lanesonStateRoute60 will haveto mergewith traffic in themixed-flowlanes,
weaveacrossfour freeway lanesin order to get to the southboundStateRoute57
connector.

EastboundStateRoute60:

• Weave#6.’ EastboundRoute 6010the GrandAvenueoff-ramp
Vehicles coming from eastbound State Route 60 and wishing to exit at the Grand
Avenue off-ramp are required to weavefrom the number 4 lane to the number 6 lane
then to the off-ramp in lessthan 0.97 ofa kilometer(0.6mile).

• Weave#7: EastboundStateRoute 60 to northboundStateRoute57
Vehicles making the transition from eastboundState Route 60 to northbound State
Route57 mustcrossfrom theleft four lanesof traffic to theright threelanesof traffic
within adistanceof2,41 kilometers(1.5miles).

• Weave#8: NorthboundStateRoute57to eastboundStateRoute60
Vehiclesmaking the transition from northbound State Route 57 to eastbound State
Route 60 must cross from the right two lanesto theleft four lanes.

• Weave#9: GrandAvenueto eastboundStateRoute 60
Vehiclescomingfrom GrandAvenuewishingto go to eastboundStateRoute60 must
mergewith thenumber6 lanetraffic andweaveover to thenumber4 lanein 0.97 ofa
kilometer(0.6 mile).

• Weave#10:NorthboundStateRoute57to HO V lane
When the HOV laneon StateRoute 60 is opento traffic, therewill bea problemof
theefficient movementof HOVs betweenStateRoute57 andStateRoute60. In the
absenceof direct connectors, vehiclestraveling in the HOV lanes on northbound
StateRoute57 will haveto mergewith traffic in the mixed-flowlanes,weaveacross
four freewaylaneson State Route60 to get to the eastboundStateRoute 60 HOV
lane.

Level of Service(LOS) is a good indicatorof how well traffic moves througha given
area.LOS for a segmentofaroadwayis calculatedby dividing thetraveldemandvolume
to thecapacityof the roadway. This is referredto asthe volume-to-capacity(v/c) ratio.
Table 2.1 contains a breakdown and description of these levels as well as a pictorial
renderingthat illustratesthe amountof congestionthat is typicalat eachlevel.

StateRoute57/60 WeaveImprovementProject Page3
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LOS F is furtherbrokendowninto subcategoriesto betterdescribethedegreeto which a
segmentofroadwayhasexceededits theoreticalcapacityby relatingit to theamountof
time aroadwaysectionis congested.Thesesubcategoriesrangefrom FO throughF3 See
Table 1.2.

Table1.2
LOS RangeBreakdown

LOS V/C Ratio

FO 1.00-1.25

Fl 1.26-1.35

F2 1.36-1.45

F3 1.46+

The existingLOS fot theeastboundandwestbounddirectionsof StateRoute60 is F3 and
is projectedto beat thesamelevel in 2005 and2015. However,the volumeto capacity
(V/C) ratio is projected to increasein the future astraffic increases.

Peakhour volumes for westboundStateRoute 60 (AM peak)arecurrently 14,600andare
projected to rise to 17,800 in 2005 and 21,900 in 2015. PM peak hour volumes
(eastbound),currentlyat 16,300,would increaseto 19,900 in 2005and 24,500in 2015.

~eRoute57/6UWeave1mprovementProjec1Page5



2.0 DESCRIPTION OFTHEPROPOSEDFROJECTALTERNATIVES

BACKGROUND

A Project Study Reportthat addressedthe operationalandcapacityimprovementsalong
the commonalignment of StateRoutes57 and 60 was completedin October of 1993. The
PSRproposed four 3.35 meter (11 foot) mixed flow lanes,a .3048 meter (1 foot) buffer,
oneHOV lane in eachdirection, and two or three 12-footauxiliary lanes in eachdirection
on StateRoute 57 andStateRoute60 along the commonalignment.

A Preliminary Environmental Study was also conducted at that time. This study
identified the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. Since the
completion of the preliminary study, the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), acting as the Lead Agency in conjunction with the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), has considered a variety of project alternatives that focus on
expediting safeand efficient traffic flow along the cornnion alignment. This involves the
construction ofa connector that would directly link the HOV lanes ofStateRoute 57 and
StateRoute 60. In addition, other improvements that would serve to further reduce the
weaving problems on the common alignment, including the realignment of the Grand
Avenue on-ramp, were consideredin the alternatives. This section will analyze all of
thesealternatives.

PROJECT LOCATION

The project is located on StateRoute 57 and StateRoute 60 in the City ofDiamondBar
and the City ofIndustry in southeasternLos AngelesCounty. The specificproject limit
vary depending on each alternative, with the majority of the improvements occurring
along the commonalignment ofthe two freeways,approximately betweenGrand Avenue
and Brea Canyon Road. Figures 1 and 2 show the location of the project on a macro
scaleandmicro scalerespectively.

StateRoute57/60WeaveImprovementProject Page6
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ALTERNATiVE ANALYSIS

Theprojectalternativeshavebeenanalyzedon thebasisof their future impacton traffic
in the projectarea. Oneof the alternativesrequiresno construction, The otherswould
reduceweavingproblemsto varyingdegrees,andprovidea directHOV laneconnection
betweenStateRoute57 (south)andStateRoute60 (east).

DESCRIPTION OF ALL ALTERNATIVES

Fouralternativeprojectconceptswere studied. AlternativeA, the No Build Alternative,
requires no construction. The other three alternativeswould reduce the weaving
problems andthe subsequentcongestionby constructinga direct connectionbetweenthe
HOV laneson StateRoute57 andStateRoute 60.

1) AlternativeA: ContinuePresentAlignmentandAccess(NoBuild)
2) AlternativeB: andAlternativeB (Reduced): HOV Direct Connectorand

CollectorRoad
3) AlternativeC: HOV DirectConnectorandWestboundStateRoute60 On-Ramp
4) AlternativeD: DoubleDeck

AlternativeB hasbeenselectedastherecommendedproject.

AlternativeA: ContinuePresentAlignmentandAccess(No Build)

The No Build Alternative establishesthe baseline and assumesthat no changesaremade
to the existing freeways. Thecommonalignmentof StateRoute57 and StateRoute60
would continuewithout modification and the existing on- and off-ramps would remain
unaltered.

Summary

This alternative would avoid possible environmental impacts associatedwith the
constructionandoperationof the otheralternatives. However,it would not mitigatethe
currentandprojectedcapacitydeficiency, nor would it solve the weavingproblemsthat
exist alongthe alignment. Additionally, if the existing facility remainsunimproved,the
presentLevel of Service will deterioratefrom F1 and F3. Further, the No Build
Alternativeis not consistentwith local andregionalplanningefforts.

AlternativeB: HOV DirectConnectorandCollectorRoad(RecommendedProject)

Alternative B is a proposal to constructa High-Occupancy-Vehicle(HOV) Direct
Connectorlinking StateRoute 57 and StateRoute60. The HOV Direct Connectorwill
be an elevatedbridge structurestarting just south of Golden SpringsDrive and going
northeasterly along and abovethe alignmentof StateRoutes57/60. The elevatedHOV
connectorwould descendon a ramp sectionrequiring the existing traffic lanesto be
shiftedoutward.

StateRoute57/60 WeaveImprovementProject Page9



The alternativewould also consistof a new westboundcollectorroad originating from
the existing westboundloop on-ramp from Grand Avenue to just west of the Brea
CanyonRoadundercrossing.Becausethiswould requiretaking a portionof theexisting
frontageroad,a replacementwould be constructedjust north andparallelto theoriginal
alignment.

~ Weaves

This alternativedoeseliminateweavesnumber1 and 5 for the westbounddirection.
It eliminatesweavenumber10 for theeastbounddirection.

• GrandAvenueat WestboundStateRoute60 andsouthboundStateRoute57 On-
Ramps

This Alternativewill consistofanewcollectorroadoriginationfrom GrandAvenue
to just westofBrea Canyon Road.

Summary

This alternative would provide a direct HOV connection betweenState Route 57 and
StateRoute60, which would serveto eliminatethe westboundweavingproblemandadd
capacity to the roadway. On the other hand, AlternativeB would impact wetlands,a
riparianhabitat,andpotentialsensitiveand/orendangeredspecies.In addition,thepartial
right-of-way acquisitionalonghole numbereight of the publicly ownedDiamond Bar
GolfCourse,would constituteimpactson a Section4(f) resource.

AlternativeB (Reduced): HOV Direct Connectorand CollectorRoad

AlternativeB (Reduced)wasdevelopedasaresultof theenvironmentalandright-or-way
impactsassociatedwith the original Alternative B. While the project is the sameas
AlternativeB, the reducedwidth eliminatesmany of the associatedimpacts. With the
reducedalternative,right-of-waytakeson the northwestside of the freeway and Grand
Avenue would be minimized. As a result, the wetlands, riparian habitat,and possible
sensitiveand/or endangeredspecieswould be leastaffected. AlternativeB (Reduced)
alsoavoidsimpactsto cultural resources.

Summary

As previously statedAlternative B (Reduced)was developedto help eliminate any
environmental impacts that would be associatedwith the original Alternative B.
AlternativeB (Reduced)would have the least impactsto environmentalresourcesand
would serve to improve traffic conditions and severalof the weave problems. This
alternativewould also havethe least impactsto the Section4(f) resource(Diamond Bar
Golf Course)out of all the other build alternatives. Alternative B (Reduced)is the
preferredalternativeandshould be carriedforwardfor furtherconsideration.
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AlternativeC: HOV Direct ConnectorandWestboundStateRoute60 On-Ramp

Alternative C proposesto constructan HOV direct connectorthe sameas the one
describedin AlternativeB. This alternativeproposesalsoto constructa newwestbound
StateRoute 60 on-rampstartingon the westside of Grand Avenuejust north of the
freeway. The rampwould run southwesterlyand along the north side of the freeway
separatedby a concretebarrierand would join StateRoute 60 at theBreaCanyonRoad
undercrossing. A replacement of the affectedFrontage Road would be constructedjust
northof, andparallelto, theoriginal alignment.

• Weaves

Thesealternatives do eliminate weavesnumber 1 and5 for thewestbounddirection
andweavenumber10 for theeastbounddirection.

• Grand Avenue at WestboundStateRoute 60 and SouthboundState Route 57 On-
Ramps

AlternativeC constructsa new on-ramp exclusivelyfor the westboundStateRoute 60
traffic. Theexistingon-rampwill beusedexclusivelyby the southboundStateRoute57
traffic.

Summary

Alternative C would provide a direct HOV connection betweenState Route 57 andState
Route 60, the westboundweaving problems would be eliminated. Also, it would
physically separatethe collector road from the mainline. This alternativewould have a
largeimpactto wetlands,riparianhabitat,andpotential sensitive/endangeredspeciesdue
to right-of-way acquisitions on the propertiesnorthwest of the freeway and Grand
Avenue. Also, the relocation of the frontage road would require major earthwork.
AlternativeC would also resultin impactsrelatedto partial right-of-waytakealonghole
numbereight from the Section4(f) resource(Diamond Bar Golf Course),and has the
potential to impact sensitivecultural resources.

AlternativeD: DoubleDeck

This alternativeproposesto constructthreeseparatestructures,a westboundStateRoute
60 on-ramp(thesameasdescribedin alternativeC), a frontageroad,andrealignmentof
BreaCanyonRoadwestboundStateRoute60 on-ramp. Two of the structures,the North
Viaduct andSouth ViaductAlignmentsbeginsnorthofPathfinderRoadandendswithin
0.1 mile south of Sunset Crossing Road, carrying State Route 57 southboundtraffic
directly to StateRoute57 northbound,eliminatingthe mergewith StateRoute60. The
third structure,an elevatedHOV connector,would carry the StateRoute57 HOV traffic
into the StateRoute60 HOV andvice versa.
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• Weaves

This alternativedoeseliminateweavenumbers1 and 5 for the westbounddirection.
It eliminatesweavenumber10 for theeastbounddirection.

This alternative lessensthevolume ofcarson the StateRoute60 freeway,from State
Route57 southto StateRoute57 north. All traffic going form StateRoute57 south
to StateRoute57 northandviceversawould beon theviaducts. Thus,theremaining
weaveson theStateRoute60 freewaywill beeasierto maneuver.

• GrandAvenueat WestboundStateRoute 60 andSouthboundStateRoute57 On-
Ramps

This alternativeis similar to AlternativeC, constructinga newramp exclusivelyfor
the westbound State Route 60 traffic. The existing on-ramp would be used
exclusively by the southboundState Route 57 traffic. Thus, there will be major
changesto city traffic patternsatthe intersection.

Summary

This alternativewould provide a direct connectionbetweenState Route 57 and State
Route60 that would practicallyeliminatethe weavingproblems. It would alsoprovide
additional capacity and would be ‘~driverfriendly”. However,Alternative D, like the
otherbuild alternatives,would impact wetlands,riparian habitat,andpotential sensitive
and/orendangeredspecies.It would also affect the Section4(f) resource(DiamondBar
Golf Course)andthepresentcultural resource. In addition, constructiontime would be
much longer, therewould be visual impactsto the surroundingcommunities,and there
would be higher risks should severeground shakingoccur, This is also the most
expensivealternativedueto theextensive,and lengthystructuresproposed.

COMPARISONOF THE ALTERNATIVES

AccidentRates

Projectionsfor AlternativesB (HOV DirectConnectorand CollectorRoad)andC (HOV
Direct Connectorand WestboundState route 60 On-Ramp)indicatea lower average
accidentrate from that of AlternativeA. Alternative D hasvarying averages,with the
accidentrateon StateRoute60 significantly reducedandtheaccidentrateon StateRoute
57 increased(Table 2.3).

PeakHour Volumes

Peakhourvolumesfor eachalternative is show in Table 2.4. Peakhour volumesare
reducedfor eachof the alternatives,except for Alternative A (No Build Alternative).
AlternativeA would not reduceany congestionissueswithin the proposedproject area,
becauseno changeswould be made.
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Table 2.3
AccidentRatesfor EachAlternative

AlternativeA: AlternativeB and AlternativeC:
Continue Present
Alignment and

Access

AlternativeB
(Reduced):HOV

Direct Connector

HOV Direct
Connectorand

WB State Route

AlternativeD:
DoubleDeck

(No Build) and Collector Road 60 On-Ramp
AccmErrr RATES
(accidents/mvm)

Existing 1.08 NA NA NA
StateRoute 60

2005 1.00 0.92 0.89
0.80

StateRoute 57
2.10

StateRoute60 =

2015 1.03 1.03 1.03
0.86

StateRoute57 =

2.36
~

Table2.4
PeakHour Volumes

AlternativeA:
Continue
Present

Alignment and
Access

(No Build)

AlternativeB
andAlternative
B (Reduced):
HOV Direct

Connectorand
Collector Road

AlternativeC:
HOV Direct

Connectorand
WB StateRoute

60 On-Ramp

AlternativeD:
Double Deck

PEAK HOUR VOLUMES

EXISTING

AM PEAK
(westbound) 14,600 NA NA NA

PM Peak
(eastbound)

16,300 NA NA NA

2005

AM Peak
(westbound)

17,800 16,000 15,300
WB 60 = 5,070
WB 57 = 9,300

PM Peak
(eastbound)

19,900 18,300 18,300
EB 60 10,250

—-—-— —

EB 57 = 8,050

2015

AM Peak
(westbound)

21,900 19,700 18,950
WB 60 6,500

-—-—

WB 57 = 11,400

PM Peak
(eastbound)

24,500 22,500 22,500
EB 60 12,600

~-——-————----—

EB 57 = 9,900
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDEREDAND REJECTED

The City ofDiamondBarproposedanalternativethatconsistedof constructingabarrier
along the entire common alignmentof StateRoute57 and StateRoute 60. This barrier
would serve to separatethe traffic from the two freeways,hence,reducingthe weaving
problem. This plan also included building a collector road from westbound State Route
60 to GrandAvenue,aswell as constructingan additional laneon the southboundState
Route 57 bridgingstructure. Finally, the city proposedaddingtwo lanesto the eastbound
GrandAvenueoff-ramp, resultingin a total of four laneson theoff-ramp.

This alternativewas removedfrom detailed study becauseit limited the mobility of
freeway users. In addition, these improvements were not cost effective. However,
elementsof this proposalmaybe usedin futureweaveimprovementprojectsalong State
Route 57 and StateRoute 60.

RELATED PROJECTS IN THE AREA

HOV in median, Brea CanyonRoad to InterstateRoute 605

Studiesareunderwayto constructHOV lanesin thecentermedianon Route60.

• Industrial Developmentin the Viciniii

The Easterly Industrial Facility is locatedon the easternboundary of the City of
Industry, extending northeasterly from Grand Avenue to the City of Pomona
boundary,betweenthe Union Pacific and the SouthernPacific railroad tracks,just
northwest of State Route 57/60. The 28.73 hectares(71-acre) project site is a
redevelopmentprojectthat is madeup entirelyof industrialuses. The developmentis
nearlycomplete,with nineout often buildingsoperating. Regionalaccessto the site
is available from State Route 57/60 via the Grand Avenue interchangelocated
southeastoftheprojectsite.

Additionally, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is being prepared for an
industrial and commercialcenteron the west and eastsides of Grand Avenue. This
developmentwould extendto Brea CanyonRoadto thewest,approximatelyone-half
mile from StateRoute60.

~



~FFECTEDE~ONME~

INTRODUCTION

The following chapter briefly outlines and describesthe social and environmental
resourcesthatcurrentlyexist in theprojectarea.

EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

Biological

A CaltransBiologist conducteda Natural EnvironmentalStudy Report in December
1999. Thesourcesofthe study includeda reviewoftheCNDDB andexpertadvicefrom
Dr. Brattstrohmat CalPoly Pomona.This reportis availableuponrequestat theCaltrans
District 7 offices.

BreaCanyonDrainageis a small drainagethat is consideredajurisdictional waterofthe
U.S. BreaCanyonDrainagerunsparallelto westboundStateRoute60. This drainage
containssubstantialamountsofriparianvegetation,and appearsto haveperennialflows.
Vegetation includes willows, mulefat, walnuts, elderberries,and an understory of
mugwort, amongother species. Thereare no known sensitivefloral specieswithin, or
adjacentto, theprojectarea.

It is possiblethat potentially sensitivefaunal speciesexistjust outside,to the northwest,
of the project area. Such speciescould includethe Long EaredOwl, the Southwestern
Pond Turtle, and the Coast Patch-NosedSnake. There are no listed threatenedor
endangeredspecieswithin or adjacentto theprojectarea.

HazardousWaste

An Initial Site Assessment(ISA) wasconductedto evaluatethe potential for hazardous
materialandlorwasteimpactswithin and adjacentto the existingandproposedright-of-
way for the State Route 57/StateRoute 60 WeaveImprovementProject, The sources
usedfor this study were VISTA searchand Corteselist for the project area. The ISA
includedpropertynorth of the centerdividerof thealignmentof StateRoute57 andState
Route60, from BreaCanyonRoadto GrandAvenue, and south of the centerdivider of
thealignmentof the two freewayswestof GrandAvenueto GrandAvenue.

Aerially depositedleadcontaminatedsoil exists in the unpavedareasof the shoulder
within the project limits. The level of leadcontaminatedsoil reportedrequiresspecial
handlingof the top two feet of excavatedsoil from any unpavedarea. According to the
Los Angeles County Departmentof Public Works and the Regional Water Quality
Control Board,recordsdo not indicateany soil or groundwatercontaminationon this site.
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DiamondBar Golf Course,locatedon the southeastside of project, is the only property

impactedanddesignatedforpartial right-of-wayacquisitionon mostofthealternatives.

Geology

SeismicilyandGroundShaking

The project is locatedin the extremenortheasterlyquadrantof the Los AngelesBasin
alongthe centralportionof the PuenteHills within the PeninsularRanges,Geomorphic
Province.Thereis no geologicinformationthatindicatesanactivefault in the immediate
project area. The nearestknown active fault zoneunder the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Act (Public ResourcesCode §2621 et seq.,to assurethat structuresfor
humanoccupancyarenot locatedacrossthe traceof active faults) is the Whittier Fault
Zonewhich is locatedsouthoftheproposedHOV connector.The SanJoseFaultis north
oftheproposedHOV connector.

This area is consideredto be seismically active. Therefore, it is probablethat the
geologicprocessesthathavecausedearthquakesin thepastarelikely to continue.
Groundshaking is the primary causeof structural damageduring an earthquake. The
magnitude,duration,andvibration frequencycharacteristicswill vary greatly,depending
upon the particular fault. Using the 1996 Los Angeles Area Seismic Hazard Map
preparedby Caltrans,a Peak Acceleration based on Maximum Credible Earthquake
(MCE) alongthe WhittierFault systemwould be higherthan0.5g.

Deterministic site parameterswere obtainedusing the EQFAULT — Version 2.20 (T.
Blake, 1996) computerprogram. This program predictspeak accelerationfrom the
digitized CaliforniaFault system. Themodel indicatesthatthe San JoseFaultsystemis
theclosestto the site,havingalargestmaximum-crediblesiteaccelerationof0.490g,and
a largestmaximum-probablesiteaccelerationof 0.286g.

The greatestgroundaccelerationrecordedby California Strong Motion Instrumentation
ProgramDuring the Mm 6.7. 1994NorthridgeEarthquake(main shock)was 0.9 g at 6
stationsin San FernandoValley and 1.8 g at the California Strong Motion Instrument
Program’sstation locatedat Tarzana.Currently, the California Division of Mines and
Geology and several consulting firms are studying this fault for the purposeof
determiningif it should be zonedunder the auspicesof the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
FaultZoningAct.

Liquefaction

Liquefactionexistswhen loosesandsand silts are locatedbelow the water table. The
water can also be perchedgroundwater. Liquefactionhasbeendocumentedto affect
soils to ±15 meters(50 feet)deep,during prolongedperiodsof groundshaking.Ground
waterwasmeasuredbetweenelevation178.4to 175.9meters(585.2to 577.2 feet)during
the 1967 field investigation. It should be noted that the ground water levels could
fluctuatewith thechangeofseasonsandotherfactors.
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Basedon aregionalliquefactionpotentialstudyconductedby theU.S. GeologicalSurvey
(1985), a foundationstudyconductedon November27, 1995, for theretrofit programfor
the existingBridgeConnectorNo. 53-2150L andtheexistingunderlainmaterial(denseto
very densesiltstone and sandstonewith someresistantshale layers), the potential for
liquefaction at the site is consideredto be low.

Air quality

The proposed project is located in the South Coast Air Basin and is within the
jurisdictional boundaries of the South Coast Air Quality ManagementDistrict
(SCAQMD), which is designatedasa non-attainmentareafor federaland statestandards
for Ozone(03),CarbonMonoxide(CU) and particulatematter(PM10).

TheFederalCleanAir Act (CAA) establishesfederalAir Quality Standardsknownasthe
National Ambient Air Quality Standards(NAAQS) and specifies future dates for
achievingcompliance. The California CleanAir Act (CCAA) requiresall areasof the
Stateto achieveandmaintainthe CaliforniaAmbient Air Quality Standards(CAAQS) by
the earliestpractical date. Thesestandardsencompassthe most common varietiesof
airbornematerials,which canposea healthhazardto themostsensitiveindividualsin the
population. Pollutants for which ambient standardshave been set are referredto as
“criteria pollutants” and include the following: Ozone (03), CarbonMonoxide (CU2),
NitrogenDioxide(NO2), PM10 andlead.

Noise

Areaseastof BreaCanyonRoad,along eastboundStateRoute60 and northboundState
Route 57 to Grand Avenue are zoned C-I (Commercial)per the Diamond Bar City
PlanningDepartment. The portion of land to the northwestof the StateRoutes57/60
alignmentat GrandAvenue,which is locatedwithin the Sphereof Influenceof Diamond
Bar, is zonedC-3 (Unlimited Commercial). Noneof thesecommercialusesadjacentto
the project area were determinedto be Noise Ambient Criteria NAC Category C.
Impactsto theseareasarenot anticipateddueto theircurrentuse(Commercial).

Therearetwo receptorslocatedadjacentto theproposedproject. Thefirst sensitive
receptoris DiamondBar GolfCourse(Figure3). Noisemeasurementsweretakenatthis
location. Thesecondsensitivereceptoris ahousingdevelopmentlocatedalong
westboundStateRoute60, eastof Brea CanyonRoadandwestofStateRoute57. See
page30, questions19 and20, for theanalysison impactsandmitigationmeasures.

LandUseandPlannjpg

The study area,which follows the alignmentof State Route57 and StateRoute60 for
approximately3.21 kilometers (2 miles), is completely containedwithin the City of
Industryandthe City ofDiamondBar in additionto DiamondBar’sSphereof Influence.
The City of Industry, located northwest of the aligmnent, has a population of
approximately500 peopleandis comprisedof28.49squarekilometers(11.0square
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miles). Incorporatedin 1957,thecity is a centerfor industryand commerceof all types,
with total employmentreaching70,000. Industrialusescomprise92 percentof the land
within the City of Industrywith the remaining8 percentof land zonedfor commercial
use. The City of Industryhas the lowestpopulation density of any city in Los Angeles
County, with only about132 housingunits within its borders. Two transcontinentalrail
lines, the Southern Pacific Company andthe UnionPacific Railroad,bisectthe length of
thecity.

TheCity ofDiamondBar is locatedto thesoutheastof StateRoute57 andStateRoute60
at the easternend of San Gabriel Valley. Incorporatedin 1989, Diamond Bar hasa
population of approximately 58,000 residentsand consistsof an area of 38.591 square
kilometers (14.9 squaremiles). DiamondBar hasdevelopedprimarily as a residential
communityconsistingof isolated,detachedsingle-family residentialtractsanda minimal
amountof small commercialcenterswhich comprise20 percentof the total land area
within thecity. Therearesubstantialvacantparcelsof landthroughoutthecity. Someof
the parcels are suitable for development (currently zoned low density residential), while
othershavenumerousenvironmentalresourcevalues and are beingpreservedas open
space.

Over half of the City’s entire housing stock is located along the State Route 57 and 60
freeway corridor. These single-family lots are generally less than 930 squaremeters
(10,000squarefeet),with 3 to 5 dwelling units per acre (du/a). Noneof theseresidential
areasarewithin theprojectvicinity.

There are varying land uses included
within the project’s vicinity. The land
northwest of the freeways is primarily
undevelopedopenspace. Locatedto the
northwest of the State Route 60/Brea
CanyonRoad Intersectionis a RV Sales
and Service Center. A car dealership,
service center, and a fast food restaurant
are located to the southwest of the
intersection of Old Brea Canyon Road
and Grand Avenue. Two hotels are
locatedto the southeastof the proposed
project. The Diamond Bar Golf Course,
as well as the associated structures,
landscaping,andparkingarea,is situatedto thesoutheastof the alignmentof StateRoute
57 andStateRoute60, at GrandAvenue(Figure3). This areais zonedOpenSpace(OS)
pertheCity of DiamondBar’s GeneralPlan(1995).

Figure4 :DiamondBarGolfCourse
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Aesthetics

The study areais situatedin the San Gabriel Valley in EasternLos AngelesCounty.
Surroundedby rolling hills on both sides, the alignmentof State Route 57 and State
Route 60 bisectsthe City ofDiamond Bar and the City of Industry. The existing freeway
is a predominantfeatureoftheexisting landscape.Theonly landscapingalongthe study
area is within the public golf course. Caltrans will replace in kind any landscape
removedfrom thisarea.

Historic andCultural Resources

An Archaeological Review of the proposed project’s vicinity was conducted. This
review found that thereare no known archaeologicalsites directly within the project’s
Area of PotentialEffect (APE). However, thereis one archaeologicalresourcethat is
presentin the generalarea (CA-Lan- 1414),but was found to be outside the construction
area.

Additionally, thereareno historic sites,structures,objects,or buildingslocatedwithin the
Area of PotentialEffect. Thesefinding are detailedin a NegativeHistoric Properties
Survey Report (HPSR), which incorporates the NegativeArchaeologicalSurvey Report
(NASR) findings.

Traffic, Circulation, Safety

Safety

A study of the Traffic Accident Surveillance and Analysis System (TASAS) from
Januaryof 1994 to Decemberof 1996 wasconductedfor eastboundand westboundState
Route 60 in the project vicinity. Theactual threeyear total accidentratefor eastbound
State Route 60 is 0.94 accidents per million vehicle-miles (mvm) and 1.22
accidents/mvmfor westbound State Route 60. That equals an average of 1.08
accidents/mvmfor StateRoute 60 in both directions. The statewideaveragethreeyear
total accidentrateis 0.88 accidents/mvmfor theeastboundand westbounddirectionsofa
similar facility. The current accident rates within the project vicinity exceedthe
statewideaverageby 0.2 accidents/mvm.

TraffIc

Roadwaycapacityis measuredby the numberof vehicles that can passover a given
sectionofroadwayduringa specifiedperiodoftime. This capacityis expressedin terms
of Level of Service(LOS), where different levels of servicerepresentdifferent levels of
congestion. The LOS for a segmentof a roadway is calculatedby dividing the travel
demandvolume to the capacityof the roadway. This is referredto as the volume-to-
capacity(v/c) ratio. Table 2.1 (page11) containsa breakdownand descriptionof these
levels as well as a pictorial renderingthat illustratesthe amountof congestionthat is
typical at eachlevel.
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The existingLOS for the commonalignmentduring the AM and PM peakhoursin the
direction of heaviesttraffic flow hasbeenfound to be LOS F3. In the westbound
directionof StateRoute60, theperiodofheaviestcongestionoccursduring theAM peak
hours. In the eastbounddirectionof StateRoute60, the periodofheaviestcongestionis
theduring the PM peakhours.

From the BreaCanyonRoadundercrossingto northboundStateRoute 57, the average
daily traffic (ADT) volumeson StateRoute 60 increasedfrom 220,000vehiclesperday
in 1988 to 268,000vehiclesper day in 1991. This representsa 22%increasein a period
of four (4)years. This existingLOS forthis segmentofStateRoute60 is FO.

Forecastsproject an increasein traffic demand volumes on various segmentsof the
existing StateRoute60 for theyear2015. From BreaCanyonRoadto northboundState
Route57, thetraffic projectionfor 2015 is 354,000vehiclesperday. This is an increase
of approximately32% over existing traffic volume. If no improvementsare made,all
segmentsof StateRoute 60 within the limits of the Project Study Report are projected to
deteriorateto LOS F2 andF3 by the year2015(seeTable3.1).

Table3.1
Mainline Traffic Projections

Existing 2005 2015

Direction EB I WB EB WB EB WB
LOS F3 F3 F3 F3 P3 F3
V/C l.58~J 1.42 1.93

Note: EB = Eastbound;WB = Westbound.
1.73 2.38 2.13
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTALEVALUATION

INTRODUCTION

The Environmental SignificanceChecklist on pages 24 to 26 was used to focus on
physical, biological, social, and economic factors that could be impacted upon
implementationof the preferredalternative(Alternative B Reduced),A “no” answerin
the first checklist column signifiesthat the project will have no effect on that particular
resource. A “yes” answersignifiesthat thereis aneffector thepotentialfor effect. The
answerin the secondcolumnindicateswhetheror not the effect is adverse,per CEQA’ s
definition of significance. Whereclarifying discussion is needed, even if no adverse
impacts have been identified, an asteriskis shownnext to the answer. The discussionis
on pages27 to 34, following the checklist.

In this document, referencesto “significant impact” are made to fulfill a CEQA
requirement,pursuantto California law. No representationasto significanceis madein
this document. The documentonly representssuch impactsunder the requirementsof
FederalLaw. UnderNEPA, significanceis usedto determinewhetheranenvironmental
impact statement (EIS) or some lower level document will be required for Federal
environmentalcompliancepurpose. Some impacts determined to be significant under
CEQA may not be of sufficient magnitudeto be determinedsignificantunder NEPA.
Therefore, useofthe word “significant” orthe phrase“significantadverseimpact” in this
environmentaldocumentwill beapplicableto CEQAonly.

LIST OFTECHNICAL STUDIES CONDUCTED

Thefollowing studiesandreportswereusedin theprecedingenvironmentalanalysis.All
ofthetechnicalreportsareavailablefor reviewat Caltrans’District 7 Office of
EnvironmentalPlanninglocatedat 120 South SpringStreetin LosAngeles.

1) Traffic Impact Analysis
February23, 1998
Prepared by: Lily Kam, Senior Transportation Engineer

2) ArchaeologicalReview
November8, 1999
Preparedby: Gary Iverson, District Archaeologist

3) GeotechnicalInvestigation
July27, 1999
Preparedby: GustavoOrtega,SeniorEngineeringGeologist
Chris Harris,AssociateEngineeringGeologist
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4) GeotechnicalReportfor HOV lanes
March 3, 1991
Preparedby: GustavoOrtega,SeniorEngineeringGeologist

5) Initial Site Assessment
February26, 1998
Preparedby: GeoconConsultants

6) HazardousWasteStudy
June 28, 1998
Preparedby: GeorgeGhebranious, SeniorTransportation Engineer

7) PhysicalAssessmentStudy: Air Quality Analysis and NoiseAnalysis
January26,1998
Prepared by: Ralph Thunstrom, Environmental Engineer
Alexander Reyman,Environmental Engineer

8) Conformity Reviewfor Air Quality Requirements
January15, 1998
Preparedby: Tahirih Smith,SeniorTransportationPlanner

9) Natural Environmental Study Report -

December16, 1999
Prepared by: Paul Caron, SeniorEnvironmental Planner / District Biologist

10)Historic Properties SurveyReport
January15, 2000
Preparedby: Diane Kane,AssociateEnvironmentalPlanner/ ArchitecturalHistorian
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CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL SIGNIFICANCECHECKLIST

PHYSICAL Will the proposal (eWier directly or indirectly): YES or NO If YES, is it
adverse?

1. Appreciably change the topography or ground surface relief features? No

2. Destroy, cover, or modify any unique geologic or physical features? No

3. Result in unstable earth surfaces or increase the exposure of people
or property to geologic or seismic hazards?

No*

4. Result in or be affected by soil erosion or siltation (whether by water
or wind)?

No

5. Result in the increased use of fuel or energy in large amounts or in a
wasteful manner?

No

6. Result in an increase in the rate of use of any natural resource? No

7. Result in the substantial depletion of any nonrenewable resource? No

8. Violate any published Federal, State, or local standards pertaining to
hazardous waste, solid waste or litter control? No*

9. Modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed of the ocean or any
bay, inlet or lake?

No

10. Encroach upon a floodplain or result in or be affected by floodwaters
or tidal waves?

N
0

11. Adversely affect the quantity or quality of surface water, groundwater,
or public water supply? No

12. Result in the use of water in large amounts or in a wasteful manner? No

13. Affect wetlands or riparian vegetation? No*

14. Violate or be inconsistent with Federal, State or local water quality
standards? No*

15. Resull in changes in air movement, moisture, or temperature, or any
climatic conditions?

No

16. Result in an increase in air pollutant emissions, adverse effects on or
deterioration of ambient air quality?

No

17. Results in the creation of objectionable odors? No

18. Violate or be inconsistent with Federal, State, or local air standards or
control plans?

No*

19. Result in an increase in noise levels or vibration for adjoining areas? Yes No*

20. Result in any Federal, State, or local noise criteria being equal or
exceeded?

Yes No*

21. Produce new light, glare, or shadows? No

BIOLOGICAL. Will the proposal (either directly or indirectly): YES or NO If YES, is it
adverse?

22. Result in a change in the diversity of species or number of any
species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, microflora, and
aquatic_plants)?

No

23. Result in a reduction of the number of or encroachment upon the
critical habitat or any unique, threatened or endangered species of
plants?

No
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If YES. is it
adverse?

BIOLOGICAL, Continued: YES or NO

24. Result in the introduction of new species of plants into an area, or
result_in_a_barrier to_the_normal_replenishment_of existing_species?

No

25. Result in the reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop or
commercial timber stand, or affect prime, unique, or other farmland of
State_or local_importance?

N0*

26. Result in the removal or deterioration of existing fish or wildlife
habitat?

No*

27. Cause a change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species
of animals (including birds, land animals including reptiles, fish and
shellfish,_benthic organisms,_insects_or_microfauna)?

N0*

28. Result in the reduction of the numbers of or encroachment upon the
critical habitat of any unique, threatened or endangered species of
animals?

No

29. Introduction of new species of animals into an area, or result in a
barrier to_the_migration_of movement_of animals?

No

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC. Will the proposal (directly or indirectly): YES or NO If YES, is it
adverse?

30. Caused is ru ption~of~ No
31. Be inconsistent with any elements of adopted community plans,

policies or goals, or the California Urban Strategy?
N

0

32. Be inconsistent with a Coastal Zone Management Plan? No
33. Affect the location, distribution, density, or growth rate of the human

population of an area?
N

0

34. Affect life-styles, or neighborhood character or stability? No
35. Affect minority, elderly, handicapped, transit-dependent, or other

specific interest groups?
N

0

36. Divide or disrupt an established community? No
37. Affect existing housing, require the acquisition of residential

improvements or the displacement of people or create a demand for
additional housing?

No

38. Affect employment, industry or commerce, or require the
displacement of businesses or farms?

No

39. Affect property values or the local tax base? No—

40. Affect any community facilities (including medical, educational,
scientific, recreational, or religious institutions, ceremonial sites or
sacred shrines)?

Yes No*

41. Affect public utilities, or police, fire, emergency or other public
services?

No

42. Have substantial impact on existing transportation systems or alter
present patterns of circulation or movement of people and/or goods? Yes No*

43. Generate additional traffic? No

44. Affect or be affected by existing parking facilities or result in demand
of new parking?

No

45. Involve a substantial risk of an explosion or the release of hazardous
substances in the event of an accident or otherwise adversely affect
overall public safety?

No

46. Result in alterations to waterbome, rail or air traffic? No

47. Support large commercial or residential development? No
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SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC. Continued: YES or NO If YES, is it
adverse?

48. Affect a significant archaeological or historic site, structure object, or
building?

No*

49. Affect wild or scenic rivers or natural landmarks? No

50. Affect any scenic resources or result in the obstruction of any scenic
vista or view open to the public, or creation of an aesthetically
offensive site open to public view?

No*

51. Result in substantial impacts associated with construction activities
(e.g., noise, dust, temporary drainage, traffic detours and temporary
access, etc.)?

Yes No

52. Result in the use of any publicly-owned land from a park, recreation
area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge? Yes No*

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE YES or
NO?

If YES, is it
adverse?

53. Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number of, or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

No

54. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to the
disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-term impact
on the environment is one that occurs in a relatively brief, definitive
period of time while long-term impacts will endure well into the future.)

No

55. Does the project have environmental effects that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? Cumulatively considerable
means that the incremental effects of an individual project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects probable
future projects. It includes the effects of other projects that interact
with this project, which, together, are considerable.

No

56. Does the project have environmental effects that will cause
substantial adverse impacts human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

No
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DISCUSSIONOFTHE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

Question#3 — GeologicalHazards

While thereareno knownactive faults in the immediateproject area,the generalareain
which the project is locatedis known to be seismicallyactive. Ground shaking is the
primarycauseofstructuraldamageduringanearthquakeandis consideredto be themost
damage-producingearthquakephenomenonfor this project. The magnitude,duration,
andvibration frequencycharacteristicswould vary greatly, dependingupontheparticular
causativefault andits distancefrom theproject,Theproposedprojectwould not resultin
an increasedlevel of exposureto geologicalhazards.A detailed,site-specificfoundation
investigation will be conductedduring the design review phaseof this project. In
addition, all new structuresalong State Routes 57/60 would be designedto satisfy
applicableseismicstandardsandcodes.

Fault rupturecancauseseriousimpactsto transportationprojects. An analysisof fault
rupture hazardfor a particular fault requires that the exact location of the fault be
identified and its potential for rupture be known. At the time of this documentThe
proposed connector will not be located within the confines of the Aiquist-Priolo
EarthquakeFaultZoningAct andis not locatedoverapreviouswell-definedfault trace.
Basedon thereviewof severalgeologicand seismologicreports, it hasbeenconcluded
thatthe potentialfor groundruptureis verysmall to non-existent.Therefore,no impactis
anticipated.

Question#8 — HazardousWaste

Aerially depositedlead contaminatedsoil exists in the unpavedareasof the shoulder
within the project limits. The level of contaminatedsoil that is presentrequiresspecial
handling of the top two feet of excavatedsoil from any unpavedarea.Caltransshall
utilize thevarianceissuedby theDepartmentofToxic SubstanceControl (DTSC) which
allows for the reuseof the top two feet of soil by placing it beneathone foot ofcleanfill
andplacedat leastfive feet abovethemaximumgroundwaterelevationwithin theproject
limits. With theuseofDTSCvariance,no impactfrom hazardouswasteis anticipated.

Question#10— FloodplainImpact

Theproject is not locatedwithin a 100-yearfloodplain. The golf courseacts,at times, as
a spreadinggroundfor high waterflow disbursement.However,it is not anticipatedthat
the project would have any impacts to floodplains or the useof the golf course as a
spreadingground.
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Question#13 — Wetlandsor RiparianVegetation

The only knownpotential wetlandwithin the project areais the BreaCanyondrainage,
which runs parallel to StateRoute 60. This drainagecontainssubstantialamountsof
riparian vegetationand appearsto have perennialflows, Vegetationincludeswillows,
mulefat, walnuts, and an understoryof mugwort,amongotherspecies.Basedon current
project plans for AlternativeB (Reduced),the projectwill not encroachinto this area,
thereforetherewill be no directimpactsto thedrainage.

All areasadjacentto the drainagethat aregrubbedshall be revegetatedwith native,on-
sitematerialonly.

Question#14 — WaterQuality

As per the guidancein Federal-AidPolicy Guide 23 CFR WA, a Location Hydraulic
Study was conductedfor the proposedproject’s encroachmentinto the 100-yearbase
floodplain. It wasdeterminedthat, with incorporationof mitigation measureslisted in
‘question #22 and #51 (Biological Resourcesand Construction Related Impacts), no
impactsto waterquality is anticipatedon whathasbeendesignateda“Low Risk Project.”

Sincethisprojecthasbeendeterminedto be a“Lo~Risk Project”, andis outsidean area
that could reasonablybe considered endangeredfrom tidal waves, no additional
mitigation is required.

For both short termand long termwater quality impacts,temporaryaswell aspermanent
Best ManagementPractices(BMPs) v. ill be identified during final designwhenthere is
sufficient engineeringdetailsavailableto warrantcompetentanalysis. Additionally. the
contractorwill completeand obtain a National PollutantDischargeElimination System
(NPDES)permit prior to construction. Caltransis committedto implementcosteffective
temporaryandpermanentBMPs asidentifiedduring final design.

Question#18 — Air Standards

The CleanAir Act Amendments(CAAAs) of 1990 require that transportationplans.
programsandprojectswhich arefunded by or approvedunderTitle 23 U.S.C.or Federal
Transit Act conform with stateor federal Air Quality Plans. In order to conform, a
projectmust comefrom approvedtransportationplans suchasthe StateImplementation
Plan (SIP), RTP and RTIP. The proposedproject is identified in the 1994 Regional
Mobility Element (RME) adoptedby the Regional Council of the SouthernCalifornia
Associationof Governments(SCAG) on June2, 1994. Therehavebeenno significant
changesin the proposedprojet’s design conceptor scope from that describedin the
federally approved1996/97-2002/2003RTIP. The SCAG RTIP for Fiscal Years (FY)
1996/97-2002/2003is in conformancewith all SIPS and is consistentwith the 1994
RME. Neitherhas there beena signii~cantchangein the pro~ect~sdesign conceptor
scopefrom that describedin the federally approved1 998/99-2004/05RTIP. The SCAG
RTIP for FYs 1998/99-2004/05conformsto therequirementsof all applicableSIPS and
is consistentwith the 1 998 RTP approvedby SCAG on April 16, 1998. The project
therefore,conformsto therequirementsof thefederalCAAAs of 1990.
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SCAG conducteda regionalemissionsanalysisof the FY 1996/97-2002/03RTIP which
analysiswas basedon the most recently approvedpopulation,employment,travel and
congestionestimatespreparedby SCAG. SCAG usedtheCaliforniaStateAir Resources
Board (CARB) emissionsfactors,EMI’.\C7F1.l, to determinetheregional impact from
implementationof the FY 1996/97-2002103RTIP. A similar emissionsanalysisof the
FY 1998/99-2004/05RTIP wasdone using thesameplanningassumptions.The CARB
emission factors, EMFAC7FI.I and EMFAC7G were used to estimatethe regional
emissionsresultingfrom implementationof theFY 1998/99-2004/05RTIP.

Takinginto accountthereductionin the amountof congestionand vehicleidle time that
is expectedto occurin theareauponcompletionof theproposedproject(Table4,1), it is
expectedthat automobileemissionswill consequentlybe reducedwith all the proposed
improvements(Table4.2),but not theNo Build Alternative.

Table4.1
Build versusNo Build for directHOV connectorlanes

No Build Build Build minus No
Build

%Differenceof
No Build

FUEL:
1,000
Gallons

AM 71.58 72.05 0.49 0.68%
Off-Peak 319.42 31953 0.11 0.03%
PM 152.10 151.37 -0.73 -0.48%
TOTAL 543.08 542.95 -0.13 -0.02%

V.M.T.:
1,000
Miles

AM 1,585.0 1,594.0 9.0 0.57%
0ff-Peak — 7,243.0 7,245.0 2.0 0.03%

PM 3,381.0 3,360.0 — -21.0 -0.62%
TOTAL 12.209.0 12.199,0 -10.0 -0.08%

V.H.T.:
1,000
Hours

AM 53.0 — 52.8 — -0.2 -0.43%

Off-Peak 194.2 194.2 0.1 0.03%

PM 168.2 162.3 -5.9 -3.50%
TOTAL 415.4 409.3 -6.1 -1.46%
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Table4.2
Air Quality PercentChange

. ,

No Build
.

Build
Build minus No

.
Build

% Difference of
,No Build

TOG AM 144.16 144.78 0.62 0.43%
0ff-Peak 570.79 571.32 0.53 0.09%
PM 404.08 394.19 -9.89 -2.45%
TOTAL 1,119.03 1,110,29 -8.74 -0.78%

C-O AM 2,908.15 2,916.14 7.99 0.03%
Off-Peak 11,884.20 11,925.81 41.61 0.35%
PM 8,597.70 8,331.16 -266.54 -3.10%
TOTAL 23,390.05 23,173.11 -216.94 -0.93%

NOX AM 531.87 536.71 4.84 0.91%
Off-Peak 2,510.76 2,521.52 10.76 0.43%
PM 1,126.04 1,107.11 -18.93 -1.68%
TOTAL 4,168.67 4,165.34 -3.33 -0.08%

Particulate
Exhaust

AM 18.15 18.27 0.12 0.66%
Off-Peak 81.00 81.03 0.03 0.04%
PM 38.57 38.39 -0.18 -0.47%
TOTAL 137.72 137.69 -0.03 -0.02%

Note: This DTIM dataincludesonly inter-zonal running-emissions. V.H. T. for windowwithout speed
processoris VM. T./averagespeed. Emissionsofaverageweekdayforyear2015viaDTJM-2 modelwith
EMVAC7F rates. in kilogramsexceptwherenotedin left column. Window areacoveringentranceand
exitpointsof traffic into interchange

Questions#19 and#20 — Noise

A noisestudywasconductedin January1998 andnoisemeasurementsweretakenon the
southeastside of the commonalignmentat four locationswithin the DiamondBar Golf
Course. Thesemeasurementsrangedfrom 68 dBA to 76 dBA. Futurenoise levelsat
these locations are predicted to increasewith all the Build Alternatives including
AlternativeC (Reduced).Noisereadingswere alsotakenat the edgeof the shoulderof
the proposedalignmentneartee# 8, whereright-of-wayacquisitionmaytakeplace. The
averagenoise level at this location is 85,6 dBA, which is in excessof the established
noise abatementcriterion of 67 dBA. .Approximately2133 meters(7,000feet)of noise
barrierswould be requiredto reducethe noise impactsalong theentire golf courseand
would benefit only a few peopleat one given time. Also exposureto the noisewould
typically lastfor no morethanone hour.

Soundwallsare proposedfor three locationswithin project areaboundaries:along the
existing Brea Canyon Road off-ramp. along westboundState Route 60 betweenBrea
CanyonRoadand LemonRoad,andalongthedirect connectorroadeastof BreaCanyon
Roadand west of StateRoute 57. Caliransis exploring options to createa gap in the
third soundwalllocationto lessenvisual impactsto commercialproperty. Final locations
of noise barriers will be determinedduring the projects design phase. based on
establishedreasonableandfeasiblecriteria.
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~on#22-BioloicalImacts

The main biological resourcein theareaofpotentialeffect is BreaCanyonCreek. This
creekrunsparallel to StateRoute60, andcontainsnativevegetation. Duringpreliminary
projectanalysis,this creekwas goingto be substantiallyimpactedasa resultofroadway
realignment.After furtherconsiderationofalternatives,thecurrentdesignwill haveonly
non direct inconsequentialimpacts on this drainage. The following measureswill aid
avoidanceofany impactsrelatedto theproject:

• All BestManagementPracticesfor waterqualityanderosionwill be incorporated,as
appropriate,for this project. Thesewill include, but not be limited to the area,silt
fencing,sandbags,andhydroseedingwhereappropriate.
The BreaCanyondrainageareawill not be impactedby this project. To accomplish
this, the contractor,asa first order of work, will flag the limits for the project area
adjacentto this drainage. The District Biologist will then survey theselimits to
ascertainif theyarein compliancewith the EnvironmentalDocument. If theyarenot,
work shallnot proceeduntil a clearunderstanding,and documentation,of impactsis
reached.

• Prior to any grubbing activities,all treeswith a diameterbreastheight (dbh)of three
inchesorgreater,which needto be removed,will bemarkedby thecontractor. These
treeswill be surveyedby theDistrict Biologist for any potentialbiological resources.
Grubbingof vegetationadjacentto the drainageshallnot occurbetweenMarch 1 and
August30, to avoidpossibleimpactsto breedingwildlife.

• Pre-constructionsurveysof the drainageshall be conductedby the District Biologist
approximatelytwo weeksprior to construction. If anyunknown,sensitivebiological
resourcesare found, which could be impactedby this project, constructionshall not
be initiated until theseresourcesarediscussedin full with the resourceagencies.

• The contractorshall revegetateall areasadjacentto thedrainage,which aregrubbed,
with native,on-sitematerialonly.

• Constructionshallnotcommenceuntil a WaterPollution ControlPlanis submittedby
thecontractorandapprovedby theResidentEngineerand District Biologist.

With thesemitigation measuresincorporated,no impacts to biological resourcesare
anticipated.

Question#25 — Agricultural Lands

Someof theopenspacelandthat is in the generalvicinity of theprojecthasbeenusedfor
grazingcattleasaweedabatementstrategy.Theprojectwould not affectthis practice.

Questions#40 and#52 — CommunityFacilities/ Publicly-OwnedRecreationAreas

TheDiamondBarGolf Course,which is a publicly ownedrecreationarea,will be
impactedby theproposedprojectthrougha right-of-wayacquisitiontotaling0.7 acre. A
Section4(f) Evaluation(AttachmentA) wasconductedin which all oftheproject’s
potentialimpactsto thegolf coursewereanalyzed. In thatevaluationit wasconcluded
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thereis no feasibleandprudentalternativeto theuseoflandfrom theDiamondBar Golf
Courseandtheproposedactionincludesall possibleplanningto minimizeharm to the
DiamondBar Golf Courseresultingfrom suchuse(SeeSection4(f) documentprepared
forthis project). No meaningfulimpactsto DiamondBarGolf Courseareanticipated
dueto theshortperiodoftime golfersareat theeffectedholes.

Ouestion#42— Existing TransportationSystem/ Patternsof Circulation

The existing transportationsystemand patternsof circulation along the alignment of
StateRoute 57 and StateRoute 60 will be meaningfully,but beneficially,alteredwith any
of the Build Alternatives. The direct connectionbetweenthe HOV lanesof the two
freewayswill allow carpoolsand transitvehiclesto avoidweavingacrossmany lanesof
traffic in order to remain on the intended course. It would also removecarpoolsand
bussesfrom themainline of traffic.

Traffic Impacts: CongestionandCapacity

• No Build

TheNo Build would not improveany congestionorcapacityproblems.

• AlternativeB (RecommendedProject)

This alternative projects a LOS of F3 for both the eastboundand westbound
directions for the years 2005 and 2015. The v/c ratio for eastboundStateRoute 60
would increaseto 1.78 in 2005 and to 2.18 in 2015. Westboundv/c ratios for State
Route 60 would go from 1.55 in 2005to 1.91 in 2015.

AM peakhour volume (westbound)for AlternativeB areprojectedto be 16,000 in
2005 and 19,700 in 2015. PM peak hour volumes(eastbound)areexpectedto be
18,300in 2005 and22,500in 2015.

• AlternativeC

This alternative projects a LOS of F3 for both the eastboundand westbound
directions for the years2005 and2015. Thev/c ratio for AlternativeC is expectedto
be 1.78 in 2005 and2.18 in 2015 for eastboundStateRoute60. Thev/c ratio for the
westbounddirectionswould be 1.49 in 2005and 1.84 in 2015.

Peakhourvolumesfor thewestbounddirection(AM peak)areprojectedat 15,300for
2005 and 18,950 for 2015. PM peakhour volumes(eastbound)are 18,300 for 2005
and22,500for 2015.
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• AlternativeD

This alternativeseparatestheStateRoute57 traffic from the StateRoute 60 traffic,
The State Route 60 traffic remainson the existing roadway. The StateRoute 57
traffic is placedonaviaduct.

For theeastboundStateRoute60 traffic, AlternativeD projectsa LOS ofFO for 2005
andF2 for 2015. For thewestboundStateRoute60 traffic, this alternativeprojectsan
LOS of C for 2005 and 2015. The v/c ratio would be 1.00 (eastbound)and 0.49
(westbound)in 2005and 1.22 (eastbound)and0.63 (westbound)in 2015.

For the eastboundand westboundStateRoute 57 traffic, this alternativeprojectsa
LOS ofF3 for 2005 and2015. Thev/c ratio for eastboundStateRoute 57 is projected
to be 1.83 in 2005 and 2.25 in 2015. Thev/c ratio for westboundStateRoute57 is
projected at 2.11 in 2005and2.59 in 2015.

~uestion #48— ArchaeologicalSites

Thereare no known andlor recordedarchaeologicalsites within the project’sArea of
PotentialEffect (APE). Thereis a known archaeologicalsite on the west side of the
projectarea,but it wasfoundto be outsidetheproject’sdirect impactarea.

Due to the uncertain nature of archaeologicalresources,aswell asthe fact that previously
unknownsitesmay be present under the existing roadway, stipulations shall be included
in the project to ensure that any possiblesensitive cultural resourcesare protected.
Specifically, thesestipulationsare asfollows: 1) A Native Americanmonitor shall be
presentduringconstructionexcavationof the GrandAvenuedirecton-rampto westbound
StateRoute 60; 2) The District Archaeologistshall be includedin the pre-construction
meetingto definethe areasthat the contractorshall avoid during construction;and 3) If
cultural materialsappearduringconstruction,work in the immediateareawill stop. The
District 7 Archaeologistwill be notified uponsucha discoveryand appropriatemeasures
will be performedto mitigate the impact(s)to the resource(s). Work may only resume
with approvalfrom the Caltrans’Archaeologist. If thesestipulationsareadheredto, it is
anticipated that no cultural resourceswould be impacted by this project.

!~,~estion#50— Aesthetics

The height of the proposedbridging structurefor portionsof the HOV direct connector
laneswill be the sameheight asthe existing State Route 60 connectorto southbound
State Route57. and will thereforenot havea negativevisual impact on the surrounding
areas. Aesthetictreatmentswill be incorporatedinto thewalls of all bridgesurfacesand
noisebarriersto ensurethatvisual impactswill be inconsequential.

Alternative D, which proposesa double deck bridging structure along the entire
alignment, would createmorepronouncedaestheticimpacts,due to the largeamount of
additional structuresproposedfor this alternative.
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Q~estioj3,,~j~Construction-RelatedI~pa~

Constructionof this projectwill requiretheuseofequipmentwhosenoisecharacteristics
reach high levels. There will be dust associatedwith the construction of the proposed
project as well astraffic detours due to the construction ofthe proposed project. With the
following mitigation incorporated, adverseconstruction related impacts are anticipated.
All reasonableconstruction related mitigation practicesshall be incorporated to avoid any
impacts due to the construction activities of the project. These mitigation measures
should include but not be limited to the following:

• Arrange noisiest operationstogether in the constructionprogram to avoid continuing
periodsofgreatestannoyance.

• Require that constructionequipment be equipped andmaintained with effective
muffler exhaustsystems.

• The project contractor will control dust by regular watering or other dust prevention
measures.

Increasedsedimentation from constructionactivities could impact aquatic organismsby
changing the stream substrate, as well as occluding the gills of various fish species.
Aquatic speciescould also have lower reproductive successas a result of introduction of
sediments/toxicants to the active stream flow. In addition, there may be a loss of
streamsidevegetationfrom temporary construction impacts,due to equipment maneuvers
andstorage.

In order to ensurethat the Brea Canyon drainage will not be impacted by this project, the
following mitigation measureswill be incorporated as partofthe project:

All Best Management Practices for water quality and erosion will be adhered to as
appropriate, for this project. This will include, not be limited to, silt fencing, sand bags,
andhydroseeding.

The first order of work, will be to flag the limits of the project areaadjacentto the
drainage. Caltrans’ District Biologist will then surveytheselimits to ascertain if they are
in compliancewith this Environmental Document. If they are not, work shall not proceed
until a clear understanding and documentationofimpactsis reached.

Prior to any grubbing activities, all trees with a diameter breast height (dbh) of three
inches or greater that need to be removed, will be marked. These trees will then be
surveyedby the District Biologist for any potential biological resources.

Pre-construction surveysof the drainage shall be conductedby theDistrict Biologist
approximately two weeksprior to construction. If any unknownsensitivebiological
resourcesarefound, and theycould be impacted by theproject, construction shall not be
initiated until theseresourcesare discussedin full with the ResourceAgencies.
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5.0 CONSUL TATIONAND COORDINATION

SCOPING PROCESS

The California EnvironmentalQuality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) do not require formal scopingfor an Initial Study / Environmental
Assessment. However, Caltrans utilized a systematic,proactive, interdisciplinary
approachin conducting scoping for eachof the project alternativesto ensureearly
consultationand to provide the opportunity to resolve any potential issues andlor
concerns.

Opportunity for agency input was given during informal Scoping processthat was
conductedin the early stagesof the project. Letters were sentout in August 1997 to
appropriatelocal, State,andFederalagenciesto inform themthat technicalstudieswere
startingon theproject.

Theextendedpublic reviewperiodendedon November15, 1997. Caltransthenprepared
A ScopingSummaryReport,which outlined the processand identified the issuesand
concernsdiscoveredin the early phasesof the scoping process,was prepared in
Novemberof 1997. A copy ofthis reportcanbe foundin AttachmentB.

An inter-disciplinary approachto governmentalagency and public participation in
transportationplanning is consideredan important StateandFederalRequirement.Both
agencyand public input has been solicited throughoutthe preparationof this Initial
Study/EnvironmentalAssessment.

The formulation of project alternativeshasbeen carried out through a cooperative
dialoguebetweentheCountyofLos Angeles,Caltrans,FederalHighwayAdministration,
City of Industry, City of Diamond Bar, and Metropolitan Transportation Agency.
Throughoutextensivepreliminary discussions,a number of project alternativeswere
considered.

PUBLIC HEARING

A public hearingwasheld on June1, 2000from 6:00 p.m. to 8:40 p.m. at theSouthCoast
Air Quality ManagementDistrict Headquartersto presentinformation,get feedback,and
addressquestionsand/orconcernsregardingthe StateRoute5 7/60 WeaveImprovement
Project. Notice of this hearingwas placedin appropriatelocal newspapers.A total of
about 30 participantsattendedthe event. Project information and frequently asked
questionhandoutswere distributedto attendees.The meetingfollowed an openforum
formatfor the first hour, duringwhich displayson soundwalls,right-of-way, andproject
design were available for viewing. The next thirty minutes included presentationsby
Caltransrepresentativeson project scopeand the environmentalprocess.The last hour
was devotedto membersof the community to verbally expressany commentsand/or
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concernstheyhadin regardsto theproject.A copyofthefull public recordtranscription
maybepurchasedfrom Caltransfor a nominalfee.

A total of 12 individuals submittedcommentcards to be discussedand filed for the
recordduring thefinal hourofthehearing.Thesecommentsgenerallyfell into one ofsix
categories:impactsto local streets,relationofthe projectto regionaldevelopment,long-
range project plans,right-of-way concerns,soundwall aesthetics,and other comments
addressingissuesoftraffic informationandgraffiti.

Comment: Have representativesfrom Caltrans beenin contact with the City of DiamondBar and
theCity ofIndustry regardingtheproject?

Response: Yes, Caltrans has held numerous meetings with the local
governmentsto discusstraffic impacts on local streetsand the effectsof large
proposeddevelopmentsin thearea.

Comment: How will GrandAvenuebe impactedby this project? It already
experiencesa large traffic flow problem. Will this worsen? Will the Grand
Avenueoverpassbe widened?

Response: The preferredproject alternativewill add a lane to the Grand
Avenueoff-ramp, afterit exits the freeway.This will increasethe capacityofthe
ramp only. Caltranshasno plansat this time to widen the actual GrandAvenue
overpass.The Caltransproject plan also proposesthe addition of a two-lane
collectorroad on the GrandAvenueon-rampto westboundRoute 60. Traffic is
expectedto increaseon GrandAvenue, especiallywith developmentscurrently
beingproposedfor the area,with or without project implementation.The current
proposalsaresetforth to relievesomeofthecongestionin this area.

Comment: Have the impacts of nearby developmentssuch as the 420-acre
Majestic Project beentaken into considerationfor the Caltransproject design?
Haveyou consideredadditionalfreewayramps and wideningof streetssuchas
GrandAvenue?

Response: Caltrans is looking at these local developmentprojects and
providing commentsand suggestionsfor mitigationmeasures.We havemet with
engineersfrom the City of DiamondBar and the City of Industry regardingthis
development.In general,it is Caltranspolicy to not build exit1entranceramps
closerthan one mile apartdue to freewayvolume considerations,At one point,
there was a Caltrans proposal for an additional on-ramp/off-rampat Lemon
Avenueto relieve someof the traffic at GrandAvenueand BreaCanyonRoad
ramps At this time, thereare no plansfor additional rampsin that areadueto
designconstraints.However,the developersof the Majesticpropertyhaveshown
an interest in funding widening of Grand Avenue to accommodateincreased
traffic dueto their impendingproject.This issuewill continueto beexplored.
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Comment: How does Caltrans plan to addressthe long-rangeproblem of
congestionon the Route5 7/60 interchangeand local streets? The proposed
projectseemsonlyto offer a short-termfix to a largerproblem?

Response: Studies are currently being initiated on future truck lanesalong
Route 60, expansionof transit and High OccupancyVehicle programs,possible
freewayextensionsthroughTonnerCanyonandaneventualmulti-level designof
the Route 57/60 interchangewhich would reduce use of local streets.The
planningprocessand fundingguaranteesfor suchlargeprojectsareanticipatedto
takesometime, however.

Comment: I amconcernedwith theconcentrationonHOVlanesandquestion
their effectiveness.What is the basisfor continuingthis program? Also, is it
possibleto opentheHOVlanesto all traffic during off-peakperiods?

Response: The Los AngelesCounty MetropolitanTransportationAuthority
hasincludedHOV lanesin their long-rangeplanning for improving congestion
throughouttheLos AngelesBasin. TheconceptbehindHOV lanesis the ability to
transport a greater number of people in a reducednumber of vehicles by
promoting ridesharingand mass transit options. Opening HOV lanes to all
vehiclesduringoff-peaktravel times is a programcurrentlyimplementedin parts
ofNorthernCalifornia. If continuedinterestis shownin SouthernCaliforniafor a
similarprogram,it will beseriouslyconsidered.

Comment: How will you addressthefact that acquisitionofmyproperty will
affectits useforfuturedevelopment?

Response: Future development will be taken into consideration in the
appraisalprocessof the propertyand should be compensatedfor in right-of-way
negotiations.You should be contactedsometimein 2001 to arrangefor those
negotiations.

Comment: I am concernedabout soundwall impacts on my (commercial)
property.

Response: A portionof the soundwallsproposedfor the project to affect the
visibility of the Walnut Valley Trailers property.Thesesoundwallshave been
proposed to mitigate for noise impacts experienced by the residential
neighborhoodlocated behind the commercial facility. Caltrans can seriously
reconsiderthe designof thesoundwallsto minimize the impacton that facility if
thepropertyownershowscontinuingconcern.

Comment: How cansoundwallaestheticsbe improvedfor wallsproposedas
part ofthisproject?How do youprotectnewsoundwallsfromgraffiti?
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Response: Cost is an issue in adding aesthetictreatmentsto soundwalls.
Currently in Los AngelesCounty,ratherplain walls with vine coveringis usedto
reduce costs and the potential for graffiti. If local communitieswish to add
aesthetic treatmentsto soundwalls in their area, they canapply for funding of
mitigation enhancements.Calirans has discussedtheseoptions with the City of
Diamond Bar which hasexpressedsomeinterestin exploring options for aesthetic
improvementsof the soundwallsproposedfor this project.Caltransmaintenance
crewsdo try to removegraffiti within 24 hours.

Comment: Can monitors be installed to forewarn travelersof traffic delays
within theprojectarea?

Response: The Caltranswebsitehttp://www.dot.ca.gov/distO7/ has a link to
currenttraffic information for all Los Angelesand VenturaCountyroadways. It
consistsof red,yellow, and greendots indicating the generalcondition of traffic
flow. The projectareais certainlyincludedin this traffic map.

Comment: Will the trees on the Grand Avenue westbound on-ramp be
removed?

Response: Reconfigurationof that ramp is relatively minor, so the trees
should not be affected.

SUBMITTED COMMENTSAND RESPONSES

Both CEQA andNEPArequirethat thepublic haveaminimumof30 daysto comment
on any draft environmentaldocument. Duringthepublic reviewperiodsix written
commentsweresubmittedto Caltrans. Thefollowing pagescontainall six of these
commentsreceiveaswell asCaltransresponseto them.
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Nrc, Audrey Hamilton

1~29Copper Mtn Dr.

Diamond Bar, CA 91765

June 7, 2000

Mr. Ronald .1, Kosinaki, Chlef(LA 57/60)

Office of Environmental Planning

120 S. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosjnaki~
It was a pleasure meeting you at the June 1, 2000 Caltrans

meeting concerning Route 57/60,

The present 60/57 SR interchange is badly inadequate and

unsafe for the traffic load it carries, The present design forces
West bound to North bound tra.ffio and South bound to East bound

traffic to exit the freeway and use Diamond Bar Blvd. as a
connector road. This design forces a city street to become part

of the freeway interchange. This causesa traffic Jam on the city
street due to the volume of vehicles that use these routes, (The

newly built 71/60 SR interchange is constructed in the same manner,
Vehicles DO travel West to North and North to East.)

The Grand Ave. on ramps are unsafe since both East and West
60 SR on ramps enter the 57 SR lanes, The drivers who want to use

the 60 SR lanes must cross multiple lanes causing many lane changes

and weaving, The plannei *st bound Grand Ave. on ramp to the 60 SR

will improve this problem IF the entrance lane is long enough for
safe merging of long trucks, uut the planned freeway changesdo not

include a change for East bound traffic that uses the Grand Ave.
on ramp. Heavy traffic uses both the West bound AND East bound

on ramps to 6o SR.
The City of Industry has a 6,638,300 square foot industrial

development planned. They now have a total of 2,1’~O,658 square feet

of industrial buildings that are occupied or up f or lease in this

area, Trucks from this area will use the Grand Ave. on ramps, They
will use the East bound on ramp as well as the West bound on ramp

to 60 SR, Due to the high volume of traffic that uses the Grand Ave.
60 SR I~aston ramp it makes little sense to ONLY improve the west
bound on ramp to the 60 SR.
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Response: Caltrans is anticipating that after completionof the HOV
connectorstraffic delays on the 57/60would be reduced. In addition,
modification on both the East andWestbound Grand Avenue
ingress/egressramps as well as further modification to the StateHighw~
systemwill be addressedin a future interchange improvement project.
Caltrans is also currentlystudying the feasibility of truck laneson the
StateHighway Systemthroughout Los AngelesCounty.

In regards to the increasedtraffic causedby “the City of Industries
6,638,000square food industrial developmentplanned”, all increased
traffic from this project should be addressedin the development’s
environmentaldocumentandtechnicalstudies,

y
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That is the reason some form of Alternative D lakes sensein

both a practical and fiscal manner, The interchange needs to be
completed AND the two freeways need some type of separation, Adding

connectors for the 57/60 SR ROY lanes will, be VERY expensive and of
little use since HOSTvehicles DO NOT use them. They are ‘white
elephants”, The State of California now has more money than they
know what to do with, It has been reported that Governor Davis wants

to build an interchange for Indian gambling out in the desert while

the Diamond Bar interchange” remains unchanged. WE NEED RELIEFI
Our residents who live near Grand Ave. or Diamond Bar Blvd. are

heavily impacted when the traffic slows or stops on these freeways,
Drivers exit on to our LIMITED streets, Grand Ave. is now impacted
by “regular” drive through traffic to the point of full capacity

during the AN and PM rush hours.

If Caltrans builds the favored planned “improvements’, by the
end of construction the traffic will be worse and the planned
construction will be obsolete. This plan will do little to improve

anything but the contractors’ pockets.

Sincerely,

/7

4~4~L7~/~
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UnitedStates Department of the Interior

U.S.GE0LO~ICALSURVEY
I~,,,,. v,~.,,fl552

In ReplyRefer To:
Mail Stop423 MAY 3
ER 00/357

MEMORANDUM

To: PacificGreat BasinSupportOffice,National ParkService
San Francisco,California

From: JamesF.Device
Senior Advisor for Sci cc Applications

Subject: ReviewofDraftEnvironmental Assessmentand Section4(1)Evaluation for the
SR-57/60 WeaveImprovement Project, Cities ofDiamond Bar and Industry,
southeasternLos Angeles County,California (ER 00/357)

Asrequestedby theUS. Departmentofthe Interior, OfficeofEnvironmentalPolicyand
Compliancein their memorandumof May 8,2000,theU.S. GeologicalSurveyhasreviewedthe
Draft EnvironmentalAssessmentand Section4(f)Evaluation and offersthe following
comments,

GENERAL COMMENTS:

Very specificconclusionsare presentedreganling the potential water-related impactsofthe
proposed alternatives(ace~‘Sununary”sections,pages10-12). However, the documentcontains
little quantitative information for substantiating theconclusionsin the “Sumrnasy” sectionsof
thesealternatives. Further, thereareno technicalreportsidentified in the “List ofTechnical
StudiesConducted” (,page22)that focusspecifically on Water issues in the proposed
constructionarea.

SPECWIC COMMENTS:

Page16, Geology,Seismicii’y and GroundShaking, fourth paragraph:

Thestatement, “The greatestground accelerationrecordedby a California Strong Motion
Instrumentation ProgramduringtheM,,= 6, 1994Northridge Earthquake (main shock)was
0.21 g horizontal at the Puddingstone Reservoir (center crest), station 23328 ...,“ is incorrect.
The Northeidgeearthquake(January17. 1994)wasof Moment Magnitude 6.7 not 6.0, and
producedpeakhorizontal accelerationsthat exceeded 0.9 g at 6 stationsin theSanFernando

1.

Response: Caltrans hasread your commentsand haveincorporated the
following changesinto the Final Environmental Document,

Page 16 — The following sentence,“The greatestground
accelerationrecordedby California Strong Motion
Instrumentation Program During the Mm 6, 1994Northridge
Earthquake (main shock)was0.21 g horizontal at the
PuddingstoneReservoir, Station 23328...” hasbeenchanged
to “The greatestground accelerationrecorded by California
Strong Motion Instrumentation Program During theMm = 6.7,
1994Northridge Earthquake (main shock)was 0.9 g at 6
stations in San Fernando Valley and 1.8 g at the California
Strong Motion Instrument Program’s station located at
Tarzana.”

2. Page 16 and 17 — The term “fine sandsandsilts” hasbeen
changedto “loose sandsandsilts”.

3. Page22 — The Phrase“,..of one ofthe proposedproject
alternatives...” has beenchangedto “of thepreferred
alternative (Alternative B Reduced)..”.

Page
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Valley and 1.8 g at the California Strong Motion InstrumentProgram’s station locatedat
Tarzana. Correct valuesfor the impact oftheNorthridgeearthquakeon the area are needed.

The laststatementof this sectionnotesthat the California Division ofMinesandGeologyand
consultantsare studying“this fault” for the purpose of determiningif it should be zonedunder
the auspicesofthe Alquist.Priolo Earthquake Fault ZoningAct. The nameofthe fault is needed,
and if it is not the San Josefault, whichwas describedin the previous paragraph in thetext, then
a discussionofthe fault andofthegroundaccelerationsassociated with the fault shouldbe
included here.

Pages16-17,LIquefaction:

The term “loosesandsandsilts” should replace“fine sandsandsilts” in thedefinition of
liquefaction becausedensityofthesematerialsis themore important parameterfor susceptibility
to liquefaction.

Depthto groundwater at thesiteis neededto assessthe liquefaction susceptibility. Ground-
water elevationsare not helpfisl unlessground-surface-elevationdata are alsoincluded. If the
structuresarebuilt onthe bedrock units,which are densesiltatoneaandsandstones,thenthey
will not be subject to seismicallytriggeredliquefaction.

A referenceis madeto U.S. GeologicalSurvey (1985)but no ReferenceSectionis included. If
referencesareused,theyshould be listed in a comprehensiveReferenceSectionin the
Environmental Assessmentto help thereaderto accessthe Information.

Page22, 4,0Environmental Evaluation, Introduction:

This chapter focuseson thephysical, biological, socialandeconomicfactors thatcould be
impacted upon implementation“of oneoftheproposedproject alternatives” (page22, first
paragraph, secondline). The specificprojectalternative beingevaluatedin this chaptershould
be clearly identified,

Page24, CEQA EnvironmentalSIgnificanceChecklist:

The checklistindicates no significantdirector indirectwater-related impactsassociated with the
proposed construction activities. However, neither thechecklistnor thischapter contains
sufficient quantitative information to allow the readerto evaluatetheseconclusions. Further, if
the preferredAlternative B(Reduced) is not thesubjectof this checklist (seecommentfor
page 22 above),thenitsconclusionsdo not agreewith someof thesummaryconclusionsin
Chapter 2. For example,page II, Summary,third line, states“This alternative would havea
large impact to wetlands,riparianhabitat,andpotential sensitive/endangeredspeciesdue to
right-of-way acquisitionson the properties northwest ofthe freeway andGrand Avenue”.

StateRoute57/60 WeaveImprovementProject Page

4. Page27 — The following sentence“The proposedconnector
will not be locatedwithin the confinesofthe Aiquist-Priolo
EarthquakeFaultZoningAct andis not locatedoverapreviol
well-defined fault trace.” has beenchangedto “At the time of
this documentThe proposedconnectorwill not be located
within the confinesofthe Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Act and is not located over aprevious well-defined
fault trace,”

In regards to Water Quality Caltrans staff determined that the
preferred alternative would not have a significant impact to water
quality or water resources. Therefor no technical studiesregardin
water resourceswerenecessaryto formulate our conclusion.

IS

g
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Pags27,QisestionN 3- Geological Hazards:

The designparameters usedin thisproject shouldbe formulated usingpost-Northridge
earthquake research findings in order to ensurethat the safestdesignsare submitted,evaluated,
andimplemented.

An analysisoftwo geologichazards,landslidesandsoil expansion,are missing from this
section. Slopestability and/orlandslide susceptibility,Seismicallytriggered or otherwise,needs
to be evaluated,aswell as the impacts to the project ofexpansivesoils, if present.

On page 16 it is statedthat an analysisofthe area for inclusion in theAiquist-Pnolo Earthquake
Fault ZoningAct (APEFZA) ispending,while in thissection,it is statedthat theproposed
connectorwill not be included in the Act. A clarification ofthe exact statusofthe project to the
APEFZA and the reasonsfor theproject-area’sexclusionwould be helpful.

References:

Tinsiey,J.C., Voud, T.L., Perkins, D.M., andChen,A.T.F., 1985,Evaluating liquefaction
potential in Ziony, 3.1., ed., Evaluating earthquakehazardsin theLos Angeles
Region— An earth scienceperspective:U.S.GeologicalSurveyProfessional
Paper1360,p. 263-315.

Bray,J.D., Seed,R.B., andBoulangcr,R.W., 1993,Investigationofthe responseof
PuddingstoneDamin theWhittierNarrowsearthquakeof OctoberI, 1987,Data
Utilization ReportCSMIP/93-02:CaliforniaDepartmentofConservation,Divisionof
Mines andGeology,60p.

Jennings,C.W.. compiler, 1996, Fault activity mapofCaliforniaandadjacent areas with
locations andagesofrecentvolcaniceruptions(scale1:750,000):CaliforniaDepartment
of Conservation, Division of Minesand Geology, GeologicData MapNo. 6.

Probabilistic SeismicHazardAssessmentfor theState ofCalifornia, 1996,Reportpubtished
jointly by California Division of MinesandGeologyasOpenFile Rcport96-08andby
theUSGSat OpenFile Report96-706.(SeeAppendix A, pageAS of the Probabilistic
SeismicHazardAssessmentfor the StateofCalifornIa(1996) for the entry for theSan
Josefault.)

Dolan,J.F.,Sieh,K., Rockwell,T.K., Yeats, R.S.,Shaw, 3., Suppe,3., Hufllle, (Li., and Oath,
EM., 1995,Prospectsfor larger or more frequentearthquakes in theLos Angeles
metropolitan region: Science,v. 267,p. 199-205.

Thankyou for theopportunityto reviewandcommenton the Draft EA andSection4(1)
Evaluation.

Copy to: OfficeofEnvironmentalPolicyandCompliance
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—a-

RonaldJ. Kosinskl,Chief
Office of EnvironmentalPlanning
l2OS Spring Street
LoaAngeies,CA 90012

June10,2000

‘ Louis J MarceiHn
20326 Fuerte Or ‘ Walnut CA 91789

‘ 909.595.8154

Re: StateRoute57/60WeaveImprovementProject

DearMr. Kosinski:

I attendedthe meetingheld 6F1/00wheremanyDiamondBarleadersgavetheir negativeconijnenta
aboutthisproject.I alsostatedthatthis67 million dollerproject will do absolutelynothing to
relievethe main problemwhich is toomuc~~~g~eat rush hours.The bottleneckoccursfurther
aheadon both freeways, not justthe interchange. It iseasyto weavein 5mph traffic; no problemat
all when thetraffic is light. An overall, coenprehensiveredesign~ndplan is needed;not shad,
ineffectiveband-aid. Pleasetakeinto considerationall of thecriticism ofthe presentOrangeCounty
HOV laneswhich do nothing toalleviatetraffic congestion.

Ourproperty, whichnow is Walnut Valley Trailers, would be severelydamagedby thisproject.
There is currently a commercialplan in the works which would benefitthe city of DiamondBaraa
well as the surroundingneighborhoodsmuch better than this ill-designedproject.The acrewhich
this project would consumeandthe plannedaoundwali would be detrimentalto the planned
commercialprojectforthisproperty.Also, this propertyhasalwaysservedassbuffer betweenthe
freeway and the residentialarea.

Response:Caltranshas studied the feasibility of severalalternatives
brought to are attention in the early planning and scopingphasesofthe
project. The threemostfeasiblealternatives anda “no build alternative”
were carried forward for further analysisin the environmental document.
Alternative D (Double Decking)was determined to have the most
significant environmental impacts as well as having the highest cost. In
addition, further modification to the StateHighway systemwill be
addressedin a future interchange improvement project. It is important to
note that this project is in compliancewith both SCAG’s andMTA’s
RegionalTransportation Plan. This is particular true in respectto HOV
connectivity.

In regards to the potential partial acquisition of your property (Walnut
Valley Trailers), relocation will be donefollowing the Uniform
RelocationAssistanceandReal Property Acquisition PoliciesAct of
1970. Further, Caltrans will considerdesignalternatives that would
avoid blocking visibility ofyour property. It mayalso be possibleto
obtain an Air SpaceLeasefrom Caltrans asto reduce the amountof
spacelost by the partial acquisition ofyour property.

—* We ask thatyou completelyredesignthisp~ject.

Sincerl

uis Marcellin
Walnut Valley Trailers

cc: StewartStahl,Office of ProjectDevelopmentA
Debby O’Connor, Mayor ofDiamond Bar
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Response:This project is consistentwith SCAG’s Regional
ComprehensivePlan andGuide (RCPG) andRegional
Transportation Plan(RTP). No furtherdiscussionis required.

May24,2000

Mr. RonaldJ. Ko~lnskl, Chief
Catt,anaDistrIct 7
OffIce a? EnvIronmentalPtarsllrtfl
120SouthSprIng Street
Los Angeles,CA ~0O12

RE: Commentsan the bsltial Study!EnvirorenentalAssessineritfor the Route
57!Route60 weaveImprovementProject- SCAO No. 20000234

Dear Mr. Koalnsl’J:

Thankyou for submftftrigInItial Study! EnvtroranentalAssessment for the Route871
Route60 Weave Improvement Project toSCAG for reviewand comment.As areawlde
cleartnghousefor regionally signIficantplojects.SCAG assistsdUes,countiesandother
agndeski mvtewtng projectsand plansfor consistencywIth regionalplans

It Is recognizedthat the proposed Projectconsiders the construction of a direct connector
that will ~nkthel’~hOcxsipancyVehidesLaneson StateRoute57 andStateRoute 80In
the Cities of Diamond Bar and Industry. The proposedProject also kidudesthe
realIgnmentof theGrandAvenueon-ramp to westboundStateRoute60, extendInga to
BrasCanyonRoad,andacdnge laneto the GrandAvenueoftramp from norThbound
Slate Route 57/eastboundStateRoute80.

SCAG has ovehntedthe Initial Study I EnvIronmentalAssessmentfor the Route57F
Route00 WeaveImprovementProjectfor consistencywIth the RegIonalCcrnprehenslve
Plan endGuide~CPC3)endReglonetTransporlatlonPlan(RT~.

In addition,The Catifomle EnvironmentalQuality Act requiresthat EIRs discussany
lnconata*entiesbetweenthe proposedproject end the applicablegeneralplans and
regionalplans(Section15125 tdl). If thereare kiconslstendes,an explanationand
ratIonalizatIonfor suchInconsIstencIesabould be provided. PolicIesof SCAG’sRCPG
andRIP.wfrIm may bespØcableto yourproject,eraoutlinedIt theattachment. The
commentsnotedIn the attachmentsupportthe consistencyof the ProjectwIth SCAG’a
RCPG arid RIP polities.

If you have anyquestionsregardingtheattachedcomments,pleasecontactJeffreySmith,
SeniorPlanner,at (213) 236-1667. Thank you.

1
Sincerety,

~
J, DAVIDSTEIN
P~anager,PerfomiancaAssessment andImplementation



STATli or cAtiroeNtA

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

StateClearinghouse
Gray Davis SteveNiseen

cOVESNOL NCTIOG tntrClos
May It, 2000

Gary1004000
DepartmenterTran~,or,ation.DistrIct 7

l2flSoutbSpring5oeer Response: No Responsenecessary.
Los Angeles,CA 90012

Subject StateRoute60 1oq,eovemcoU~HI~hOccupancyVehicleLanes far firesCanyonRoadto Interstate
Rotde6OS
SCH#: 2000041053

PeatGary lveraon4

The StateCleaeisbouaeaubroluedthe abovenamedjoint Documentto selectedstoleagenciesfa,review.
ThereviewperiodclosedonMay 11,2000,and rioslateagencieswbrniltcdconenentaby that dale. This
letter acknowledgesthat you havecorriplied wHir the StateClearinghousereviewrequirementsFo,draft
envirosmestatdocumeob,psasuansto theCaliforniaEnvironmentalQuality Act

Pleasecall theStateCleanng)tnueear (916)445.0613iiyou haveany questionsregardingthe
eovtrosnsstolreviewprocess.11)400havesquestionabouttheabove.sarncdproject, pleaseretry to the
leo.digit StateClearinghouseswisherwIres contactingthisotSce.

Stnccrely,

TenyRobert~ ~
SeniorPtnimer,SlateClearinghouse

t405 lENTIl STt~~TP.O. SOX 3044 SACtAMENTO. CALrP0LNIA 51513-3044

9t6-44~-o6t3pso 9t6-)23-)ott wwe’.orLCA.GOvfCt.EACtNGIIOUSE.HTML
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T~i~ ~6j ~

Response: No Responsenecessary

UI t-Th 1t4~ O~ ~

~- ~

I1~_s_,4~fl.6M444~,c’4
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6.0 LisTOFPREPARERSAND CONTRIBUTORS

California Departmentof Transportation, District 7, Office of Environmental
Planning

Ron Kosinski,OfficeChief
Cleavon Govan,SeniorEnvironmentalPlanner
GaryIverson,SeniorEnvironmentalPlanner/ District Archaeologist
Abbe Hoenscheid,EnvironmentalPlanner
RyanP. Chamberlain, Environmental Planner
Adam Sriro, EnvironmentalPlanner

a CaliforniaDepartmentofTransportation,District 7, Office of ProjectDevelopment

JawanjitS. Palaha,ProjectManager
SimonKuo
StewartStahl
Yin Chang
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7~0 DETERMINATION

On the Basisof this Initial Study/Environmental Assessment,it is determined that the
StateRoute 57/60 WeaveImprovement Project would not have a significant effect, with
all the mitigation measures incorporated, on the environment. The appropriate
environmental document for this project is a Negative Declaration/Finding of No
Significant Impact.

,94~-F/ -ii £ #‘~‘O

RONALD
Office ofEn

i~S~K1,C}~tEI~) Date
vironmentalPlanning

(~WILLIAM H. REAGAN, CHIEF
Office ofProjectDevelopmentA

Date

~4p~-’~!~I,2o~O
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ATFACHMENTS



AYFACHMENT A: PROGRAMMATIC SECTION4(F) EVALUATION



PROGRAMMATIC SECTION 4(F) EVALUATION
Pursuantto 49 U.S.C. 303

Theprojectproposesto constructa directconnectorlinking theHigh OccupancyVehicle
lanesonRoute57andRoute60 in theCity ofIndustryand theCity ofDiamondBar. The
project also consistsofwideningthe Grcrnd Avenueoff-rampfrom eastboundRoute60
andnorthboundRoute57 aswell asrealigningtheextendingtheGrandAvenueon-ramp
to BreaCanyonRoadon westboundRoute60. Theproperty that will be evaluatedfor
Section4(1) impactsis theDiamondBar GolfCourse,locatedin thenortheastsegmentof
theprojectvicinity.

Stateof California
DepartmentofTransportation

And
United States DepartmentofTransportation

FederalHighwayAdministration



PROGRAMMATIC SECTION4(F) EVALUAT~ON

Introduction

Section4(1) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in Federal law at
49 USC §303, declares that “(i)t is the policy of the United States Government that
special effort should be madeto preservethe natural beauty ofthe countryside and public
park andrecreation lands,wildlife, waterfowl refuges, andhistoric sites.”

Section 4(1) specifies that “(t)he Secretary (of Transportation) may approve a
transportation program or project.. .requiring the use of publicly owned land of a public
park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of an historic site of national, state, or local significance (as
determined by the federal, state,or local officials havingjurisdiction over the park, area,
refuge, or site) only if:

(1) there is no prudent and feasiblealternative to using that land; and

(2) the program or project includes all possibleplanning to minimize harmto thepark,
recreation area,wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting from the
use.”

Section 4(1) further requires consultation with the Department of the Interior and, as
appropriate, the involved offices of the Departments of Agriculture and Housing and
Urban Developmentin developingtransportationprojectsandprogramswhich use land
protectedby section4(f).

In general, a section4(f) “use” occurswith a DOT-approvedproject orprogramwhen I)
section4(1) land is permanentlyincorporatedinto a transportationfacility; 2) there is a
temporaryoccupancyof section 4(f) land that is adversein terms of the section4(1)
preservationistpurposesasdeterminedby specificcriteria(23 CFR§T7l.l35(p)(7);or 3)
section 4(1) land is not incorporated into the transportation project, but the project’s
proximity impacts areso severethat the protected activities, features, or attributes that
qualify a resource for protection under section 4(f) are substantially impaired
(constructive use). 23 CFR § 77l.l35(p)(l) and (2).

Applicability ofProgrammatic Section4(1)

The proposed project meets the criteria for a Programmatic Section 4(f). All of the
following findings are supported:

1. The project involves the improvementof an existing highway on the same
alignment.



2. The Section4(1) land is a publicly ownedpark, recreationarea,etc... located
adjacentto theexistinghighway.

3. Theamountand location of the landto beusedshallnot impair the useof the
remainingSection4(1) land,in wholeor in part, for its intendedpurpose

4. Theproximity impactsof the project on the remaining Section4(f) land shall
not impair theuseof suchlandfor its intendedpurpose.

5. The officials havingjurisdiction over the Section 4(f) lands must agree, in
writing, with the assessmentof the impactsofthe proposedproject on, and the
proposedmitigation for, the 4(1) lands.

6. This programmatic evaluation does not apply to projects for which an
Environmental Impact Statement(EIS) is prepared.

ProposedAction

The California Departmentof Transportation(Caltrans),District 7, acting as the Lead
Agency, is preparing an Initial Study / Environmental Assessment(IS/EA) for a weave
improvement project on State Routes 57 and 60 in the Cities of Diamond Bar and
Industry. The proposedproject includes the construction of a direct connector that would
link the High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes of State Route 57 and State Route 60.
Theseconnector lanes would be located on a bridging structure that runs above the center
median of the common alignment of StateRoutes 57 / 60. The project also consists of
realigning and extending the westbound Grand Avenue on-ramp,asa partially elevated
structure, to Brea Canyon Road on westbound State Route 60. A third lane would be
added to the eastboundGrand Avenue off-ramp. It is this final improvement that will
impact the 4(f) resource.

The purpose of these improvements is to eliminate the extreme weaving problems that
currently exist on the common alignment of State Routes 57 and 60 at this location.
Subsequently,safetyalong this segmentof the corridor would be enhanced.

An Initial Study / Environmental Assessment(IS/EA) is being prepared in conjunction
with this Programmatic Section 4(f) Evaluation. The expected findings of the
environmentalstudies are that the project will result in no significant environmental
impactsand a NegativeDeclaration/ Findingof No Significant Impact(ND/FONSI)will
be issued.



Pomona

Diamond Bar
Golf Course

DiamondBar

Diamond Bar

0

/G~

12I29/99~57/60 L.cMap

Route ~7/ Route 60 Weave
Improvement Project: Section 4(1)
Evaluation Location Map



Description of Section 4(f) Property

The DiamondBar Golf Course(Fi2ure
I) is located on the southeasternside of
the project area, at 22751 Golden
Springs Drive in the City of Diamond
Bar. The course is relatively linear in
shape and is bordered on the west by
the common alignment of Routes 57
and 60, to the south andeast by Golden
Springs Drive, and to the north by
Prospectors Road (See Location Map
on the following page). It is a County-
owned public facility that is governed
by the Los AngelesCounty Department
of Parks and Recreation. The County

hasentered into a long-term leasewith a private individual who operatesthe golf course
and its associatedfacilities.

The property is comprised of 72.03 developedhectares(178 acres). In addition to an 18-
hole golf course, the land houses a driving range, professional shop, practice putting
greens,coffeeshop, cocktail lounge, banquet facilities, and a surface parking area, The
parking area is accessedvia Golden Springs Drive, located on the north side of Grand
Avenue. This is also where the clubhouse is located. The course itself is characterized
by rolling terrain, featuring mountain views.

GoldenS~rin~sDrive

Club HouseandParkingLot

Most of the fairways run parallel to the freeways. The courseis borderedalong the
freeway by a thin line of Eucalyptustrees. A pond is situated to the west of the
clubhouse,just north of Grand Avenue.

Fu,urp (I ~ flinmnnd Rnr Golf Cnnrc~

Figure (‘,): DiamondBar GolfCourseandSurrounding Area



Impacts on the Section4(1) Property

Land.Facilities, andActivities:

The total amount of 4(1) land that will be impacted by the proposed project equals
approximately 0.28 hectare(0.7 acre). This land will be affectedby small takes along the
southeasternsideof the StateRoute 57 / StateRoute 60 alignment. The width of land to
be taken varies less than one meter (3.2 feet) to approximately II meters (36.09feet) at
the widestpoint.

The taking ofthis land will necessitatethe relocation ofthe protective barrier fencing that
currently runs between the golf course and the freeways. This fencing will be shifted
toward the golf course. In order to ensurethat the relocation of the barrier will not have
any impacts to the play of the golf course,the new barrier structure will be constructed
prior to the removal of the existing structure.

In addition, a transmission tower will have to be relocated towards the golf course.
Neitheroftheserelocationswill affect theplay ofthegame.

Accessibiliti’:

The golf course is accessedvia Golden Springs Drive. This accesswill not be affected

by the proposedproject, as the impacted land is on the oppositeside ofthe course.
Visual:

Becausethe DiamondBar Golf Courseabutsthe commonalignmentof StateRoutes57
and 60, the course is currently visible from the freeways. Eucalyptus trees are located
intermittently along the alignment andact asa visualshield at points. Although someof
the treeswill have to be removed,their removal will not have a negativevisual impact to
coursepatrons. Mitigation will include reestablishmentandpossibleaugmentationof the
tree line, per the County’s specifications. A nurse crop of Eucalyptus trees that
experiencerapid growthwill be planted at the initial stage,with further planting to occur
later. Becausethe freeway visibility servesas a form ofadvertisement of the golf course,
the coursewill not be entirely shielded from the view of passingmotorists.

Noise:

Noise measurementswere taken at four location within the golf course. These
measurementsranged from 68 decibels (dBA) to 76 dBA. Future noise levels are
expectedto increasefrom less thanone dBA to 2 dBA. This level could increaseeven
further as a result of the right-of-way acquisition, which will shift the traffic from the
Grand Avenue off-ramp slightly closer to the course. It is Caltrans’ policy to consider
constructing soundwalls if freeway noise levelsexceed67 dBA. However, even if the
noise levels meet or exceedthe criterion, the location characteristics must warrant a
soundwall and the soundwall must be able to reducethe noise levelsby at least 5 dBA.
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A noisereadingwas takenalong the shoulderof the common alignmentat tee #6, near
the Grand Avenue off-ramp. The average noise level at this location is 85.6 dBA.
Although this level is in excessof the establishedcriterion of67 dBA. individual golfers
are exposedto the noise for a very short amount oftime, typically lessthan one hour. in
order for noise impacts to be mitigated along the entire course, approximately 7,000 feet
of soundwall would be required. Considering that the noise increaseresulting from the
implementation of the proposedproject will have no impact to the recreation use of the
land or to the play of the game, noise bamers for the length of the course were not
deemedto be a necessarymitigation for this project.

Caltrans will continue to coordinate with the Los AngelesCounty Department of Parks
and Recreation in developing a plan for dealing with the noise impacts to the Diamond
BarGolf Course,particular in the area that will experienceright-of-way impacts.

Vegetationand Wildlife:

The only vegetationthat will be affected by the proposedproject are the Eucalyptus trees
that are located intermittently along the edgeofthe course. A majority of thesetreesare
infestedwith the AustralianRedgumLerp Psyllid which hasstrippedmanyof them of
their leaves and left them bare,weakened,and susceptibleto disease. As mentioned,
mitigation will include the replanting ofhealthy Eucalyptus trees, and will therefore,not
constitute a negativeimpact to the 4(1)resource.

Air Qua/in’:

The proposedproject would improve the effectivenessof existing High-Occupancy-
Vehicle lanes, which would reducethe amount of congestionand vehicle idle time.
Therefore, the air quality in the surroundingvicinity, including the Diamond Bar Golf
Course,would not be negativelyimpacted by the project.

Water Quality:

With the proposed mitigation measureslisted in section 4 of the IS/EA, no impacts to
water quality is anticipated.

Avoidance Alternatives

Alternative A.’ No-Build

This is the only alternative that would not have any impact on the 4(1) resource.
However,it would not remedythe existing deficiencies,nor would it be consistentwith
local plans.



OtherAlternatives

AlternativeB: NOVDirect Connectorand CollectorRoad

This alternative would construct a HOV Direct connector lane that would link State
Route 57 and State Route 60. The connector would be an elevated bridge structure
startingjust south of Golden Springs Drive and going in a northeasterly direction along
and above the common alignment of State Routes 57 and 60. The elevated HOV
connector would descendon a ramping section requiring the existing traffic lanes to be
shifted outward.

This alternative would also consistof a new westbound collector road originating from
the existing westbound loop on-ramp from Grand Avenue to just west of the Brea
CanyonRoad undercrossing. Becausethis would require taking a portion ofthe existing
frontage road, a replacementwould be constructedjust north and parallel to the original
alignment.

AlternativeC: NOVDirect Connectorand WestboundStateRoute60 On-Ramp

The original plan for Alternative C involves the same general concept as that described
under the ProposedAction, but thedesignunder the original alternative would have much
greater impacts to the surrounding environment. The right-of-way impacts would be
much larger than with the reduced version, and it would also result in impacts to
wetlands, nparian habitat, and potential sensitive/endangeredspeciesthat the reduced
alternative avoids.

AlternativeD: DoubleDeck

Alternative D proposesto construct threeseparatestructures,a westboundStateRoute60
on-ramp(the sameas describedin AlternativeC), a FrontageRoad, and realignmentof
the Brea Canyon Road westbound StateRoute 60 on-ramp. Two of the structures, the
North Viaduct and South Viaduct alignments would begin along State Route 57 south
approximately 0.8 mile north of Pathfinder road and end along State Route 57 north
within 0.1 mile south of Sunset Crossing Road and will carry the State Route 57
southbound traffic directly to State Route 57 northbound and vice versa. The third
structure, which is the elevated HOV connector, would carry the State Route 57 HOV
traffic into the StateRoute 60 HOV andviceversa.

This alternative would have much greater impacts than any of the other alternatives
considered,including severevisual impacts.

Measuresto Minimize Harm

At the initial planning stages,an alternative was developed (Alternative B — Reduced)
that reduced the amount of impact to the 4(f) property to a lower degreethan any of the



other Build Alternatives, in addition, severalmeasureswill be adheredto in order to
avoidand/orminimize impactsto theresource.~Thesemeasureareincludedin the IS/EA.
andaresummarizedasfollows:

Mitigation #1.’ Wideningto theinsideofthe off-ramp

The proposed project alternative modified the widening of the Grand Avenue off-
rampto minimize theamountof4(1) land that would needto beacquired. The ramp
will be widenedtoward the inside,closerto thefreeway,as opposedto encroaching
on theDiamondBar GolfCourseto an evengreaterdegree.

• Mitigation #2: Barrier relocation

Thebarrierfencingwill beshiftedtoward thegolf course. In order to ensurethat the
relocationofthebarrierwill not havean impact to theplay ofthegolf course.thenew
barnerstructurewill be constructedprior to theremovalof theexistingstructure.

• Mitigation #3.’ Tree reestablishment

Any Eucalyptustreesthat mustbe removedwill be replacedin kind, pertheCounty’s
specifications.A nursecrop of Eucalyptustreesthat experiencerapid growth will be
plantedat the initial stage,with furtherplantingto occur later.

• Mitigation #4.’ Tower relocation

An existing transmissiontower will have to be relocatedtoward the golf course.
Caltranswill work with Edison Electric and with the County to ensurethat the
placementof thetowerwill not impactgolf courseortheplayof thegame.

Other Park, Recreational Facilities, Wildlife Refuges, and Historic Properties
Evaluated Relativeto the Requirementsof Section4(1)

There are no additional 4(1) resourcesthat will be impacted by the proposedproject.

Coordination

The California Departmentof Transportationworkedin conjunctionwith the County of
Los Angeles’ Departmentof Parks and Recreationto ensurethat all of the issues
regardingthe useof the land from the Diamond Bar Golf Coursewere addressedand
adequatelymitigated.
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Conclusion

Basedupon the above consideration it hasbeendeterminedthat thereis no feasibleand
prudent alternative to the use of land from the Diamond Bar Golf Course and the
proposed action includes all possibleplanning to minimize harm to the Diamond Bar
Golf Course resulting from such use.

List of Prepareresand Contributors

• California Department ofTransportation, District 7, Office ofEnvironmental PLanning

Ron Kosinski, Office Chief
CleavonGovan, Senior Environmental Planner
Gary Iverson, Senior Environmental Planner / District Archaeologist
Abbe Hoenscheid,Environmental Planner
Ryan P. Chamberlain,EnvironmentalPlanner

• California Department ofTransportation, District 7, Office ofProject Development

Jawanjit S. Palaha, Project Manager
SimonKuo
StewartStahl
Yin Chang
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SCOPING SUMMARY REPORT
WEAVE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
ROUTE 57/60INTERCHANGE AREA

NOVEMBER 1997



INTRODUCTION

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) andtheCaliforniaEnvironmental
QualityAct (CEQA) regulations do not require formal scopingwhere an Initial
Study/Environmental Assessment is the appropriate document. However, scoping efforts
wereundertakencorrespondingto theFederalandStateguidelinesto ensureearl
consultation.Lettersnotifying theappropriatelocal, state,andfederalagenciesof
formally initiating studiesweresentout in August 1997. Additionally.a ScopingNotice
waspublished in various sources(area newspapers)in August 1997.

The purpose of the noticeswereto ensurethatall potentiallyaffectedpublic agenciesand
concernedindividualshadanopportunityto be involved early into theplanningprocess.
The comments of potentially affected agencies andthepublic on pertinentsocial.
economicandenvironmentalissueswererequiredby September1997.with an extension
givenuntil November15, 1997 to compensatefor an error in datesgivenin thescoping
advertisements in local newspapers.

SUMMMARY OF RESPONSES

The following is a summaryofthe issuesidentified in therepliesto the scopingnotices.

1. Public IssuesIdentified

a. Theprimarypublic responsesrelatedto thedesireto receivefuture
updatedinformationastheproject develops.

b. Oneindividual pointedout his beliefthat theproblem(congestion?)in
theareais causedby thenorthboundRoute57 going from 4 lanes
downto 3. thendownto 2 lanes. He alsopointout thenewHOV
(High OccupancyVehicle) configuration.with 5 lanesbeingreduced
to 4. then 2 lanesis a sourceof problems.

2. Issuesidentifiedby theCity ofIndustry
(one letter from John D. Ballas,City Engineer)

a. TheCity ofIndustryrequestedcopiesof preliminaryplans.
b. TheCity ofIndustry includedinformationregardingtheproposed70

acresindustrial park(currentlycalledthe~EasterlyIndustrial
Facility”), including thetraffic mitigationmeasureswhich involve
bothGrandAvenueeastand westboundon andoff ramps.

c. Finally theCity expressedthedesirethattheproposed“Weave
ImprovementProjectfor theRoute57 and60 Interchangearea” be
designedto facilitate,ratherthanprevent,theproposedmitigation
measuresproposedin theenvironmentaldocumentfor the “Easterly
industrialFacility” project.



LIST OF NEWSPAPERSFOR SCOPING ADVERTISEMENT
ON THE 57/60WEAVING IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

La Opinion (LosAngelesCounty)

Chino Champion

Diamond Bar/Phillips Ranch Highlander

InlandValley Daily Bulletin (Pomonaedition)

Walnut Highlander

San Gabriel Valley Daily Tribune
- Whittier Daily News
- PasadenaStarNews

SCOP~NGNOTICE FOR THE PROPOSED
WEAVING IMPROVEMENTPROJECT~NTHE

57/60 tNTERCHANGE AREA

The California Departmentof
Transportation(CALTRANS) is in
theprocessof preparinga Project
StudyReport(PSR)whichevaluates
potential improvementsto the
57/60 Interchangein LosAngeles
County. The PSRis anticipatedto
conclude that the addition of a
directon rampfrom GrandAvenue
to westboundRoute60.a direct
connectionfor the High O~xupancy
Vehiclelanes(H0’~ on Route57 to
the HOV laneson Route 60,and
shoulder rehabilitation on the
eastboundRoute 60. This project
will require minimal amountsof
new right-of-wayin the project
vicinity.

This notice is to advise you that
environmentalstudiesarebeing
initiated on this project. Caltrans
welcomespublic comments
concerningpertinent social,
economic,and environmental
issues.Cattransencouragespublic
agencies,interest groups,and
individuals to participatein the
environmentalprocess.

PleasecontactCaltrans,Office of
Environmental Planning at the
following addressby June30, 1997
if you havewnttencomments,or
wish to be on a mailing list for
actionsconcerningthis project.

RONALD J. KOSINSKI, CHIEF
Environmental Planning Branch
CALTRANS, DISTRICT 7
120 South SpnngStreet
Los Angeles, Califomia 90012-3606

THANK YOU FOR YOUR INTEREST



INDEX OF WRITTEN RESPONSES

Letters were receivedfrom the following persons:

1. Mark Hopper,residentofCity of DiamondBar, dated August 16, 1997.

2. JohnD. Ballas,City Engineer, City of Industry,dated August 20, 1997.

3. MarthaBruske,resident of City of Diamond Bar. datedAugust29. 1997.

4. Ray Bartlett, residentof City ofDiamondBar, datedSeptember16, 1997.
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CITY OF INDUSTRY
incorporated June 18. 1957

Mr. Ronald Kosinski, Chief
Office of EnvironmentalPlanning
Caltrans
120 South Spring Street
Los Angeles,California 90012

August 20, 1997

Re: 07-LA-57/60.PM R22,4/R25,2
WeavingImprovement, 07234-12570K

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

The City of Industry received your correspondencewhich containeda brief descriptionof the
proposedprojectto improvethe57/60interchange.If andwhen preliminary plans areavailable,
pleaseforward a copy to this office for review. Your letter also askedabout the possibility of
proposeddevelopmentswithin the City which may be affectedby your project.

Presently a 70 acre industrial park, entitled the “Easterly Industrial Facility,” is being planned
constructionone-halfmile northerly of the57/60 interchange along theeasterlysideof Grand
Avenue. A draft EIR is being circulated which contains “project only” and “cumulative” traffic
mitigationmeasureswhich involve both theGrandAvenueeastandwestboundon andoff ramps.

The proposedimprovementby Caltransto widen the interchangeshould bedesignedin sucha
manneras to facilitate, rather than prevent, these future mitigation measuresfrom being
constructed. A copy of this draft EIR hasalready beensent to Caltrans. Should you needan
additional copy, pleaseadvise.

JDB:kat
xc: Chris Rope, City Manager

Carl Burnett, Executive Director, JUDA

~C~ty~Koá~zki.576

City Engineer

P.O. Box 3366,C~rvof1ndustrv,California 91744-0366e Ad.mini~trartveOffices 15651 E. Stafford Sr. • (818)333-2211 • Fax (818)9616795
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57.60Partial WeaveProject Mailing List

Flected(Hjjcials

lii mutable I )iaue Feinstein

I lunorable liarbara Boxer

I Immutable JayKim

1 hmnurahleRichard Muunijoy

1 lunorableGaryMiller

1 lonurableGloriaMmml ma
II lunorable Rob lull

(‘ii) Council

I lonorable loin J t)urant

(it) Council
1 lonorable William I (‘huctaw M I)

City Council

Agencies/I)rgani~ations
Chris Rope.City Manager

It. (uI Richard t)avis. t)isirict Commander

Ms. Patricia Wulli~.I)cparintent uI Fishand(lame
Envirmmnmcnial ProtectionAgency (FPA)

Lnvironmnenial Protection Agency

UrbanMassTransitAdministration

l)irecior. Fnviron. Aflimirs/l)epurinient ni Interior

t)irectmir, 1)111cc nI Environmental Compliance

I )irccior. 1)01ccof FnvironmenialAllairs

Center hit t)iscase(‘untrol. Fnv, 1 lealtlm & Injury

l)epartumcntof I lousingand t irhan I )evelopment

Mr. Ken Ryan.SiemiClub

Mr. (‘esar l’erez. Transportation Engineer

Mr JamesI ents,ExecutiveOfficer

Mr. l)oim i)rachane

Mr. Richard West, Physical Planning & l)evelopment

Ms. Ann Evans.Director

ChiclE. W. Gomnez

lawrenceI Iershman,Vice President & Budget Director

United States Senator

United Slate Senator

Congressman,4 1st District

State Senator, 29th [)istrict

State Assemblyman,60th District

I us Angeles County Supervisor, 1st I)istrici

Mayor, City of t)iamond Bar

City of I)iamond liar

Mayor, (‘ity of Industry
(ity of Industry

Mayor.(ity of Walnut

City of Walnut

City of Industry
11 S Army (‘orpsoi Fugineers

Region 5

1)111cc of FederalActivities (A- 104)

FIS Coordinator

Region9

‘Main Interior Building, MS 2341)
Li S l)epartment of Fnergy

l)epartment of I lealth and I hmmiman Services

Special Program Group. Mail Stop F-2’)

450 Golden State Avenue

Stale Wide Environmental Chair

Sierra (‘lub

ScenicIlighway Program Coordinator

Gre) hound Lines. Inc.

Federal I Iighway Administration,Calihrnia Division

South Coast Air Quality Managementl)istrict
State of California, Air ResourcesBoard

Atm: Contract Management

School Facilities Planning.t)epartment of Education

Calilbrnia highway Patrol

University of California

California Native Plant Society

California Wildlife Federation

Ill It Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite915

2250 F Imperial llighway, Suite 545
1131 W, 6th Street,Suite I6OA
500 N First Avenue,Suite 3

17870Castleton Street, Suite 205

500 West Temple Street, Room 856

21660East Copley I)rive, Suite 100

21660EastCopley t)rive. Suite 100

15651 Fast Stafford Street

15651 Fast Stailird Street

21 201 Fast I a l’uenic Road

21201 Last I a PuenteRoad

15651Fast Stafford Street

30(1 N Los Angeles Street

330 Golden Shore l)rive, Suite 50

401 “M” Street, SW

75 IlassihorneStreet

211 Maui Street. Suite11611

1849 “C” Street. NW
1000 Independance Ave.. SW, Km4(1-1)64

21)1) Independence Ave . SW. Room537F

1600 Clilton Road

I’ () Box 361)1)3

484 t.ake Park Avenue. #282

3345 Wilshire Boulevard #51)8

1130 “K” Street

Greyhound Tower

980 9th Street, Suite400

2 1865 East Copley Drive

P0. Box 8001

400 Golden Shore L)rive

721 Capitol Mall
411 N. Central Avenue, Suite410

300 lakeside Drive, 21stFloor

909 I2th Street, Suite 116

- 2331 Alhambra Boulevard, Suite 300

Los Angeles, CA

El Segundo,CA

Ontario. CA

Arcadia.CA

Industry, CA

Los Angeles, CA

l)ianiond Bar, CA

l)iamondBar. CA

Industry,CA

Industry.(‘A

Walnut. (‘A

Walnut. (‘A

Industry.(‘A

I us Angeles.(‘A

I ung Beach,(‘A

Washington,l)(’

sail Frausisco,(‘A

SanFransisco.(‘A

Washington,DC

Washington. DC

Washington. 1)1’

Atlanta. (IA

SanFransisco.(‘A

Oakland. CA

l.os Angeles. CA

Sacramento,CA

Phoenix,CA

Sacramento,CA

DiamondBar, CA

El Monte, CA

Long Beach, CA

Sacramento,CA
Glendale,CA

Oakland, CA
Sacramento,CA

Sacramento,CA

Cltyud StateNime -~Address ~ ,~‘ ZIP

90025

90245

91762
91006

91148

90012

91765

91765

91744

91744

91189

91789

91744

90012

91)81)2

20461)

94 lOS

94105
20591)

21)581)

202t)l

30333

94102

94611)

90011)
95814

85077

90814

91765
91743

90802

95814
91203
94612

95814
95817

Page I



57-60 Partial WeaveProject Mailing List

Name Agency ,~‘ IT~~Udreu-. ~ct

Mrllans Krcutzberg ‘ ~Offlceolllistoric Preservation

Mr Fred Ruhiim Los AngelesCounty Departmentof Public Works

Mr. Michael l)oyIe, So. (‘alilimrnia Representaiive Public Utilities Commission

P.O. Box 942896

P.O. Box 1460

107 South Broadway, Room 5109

Sacramento,CA
Alhanmbra, CA

Los Angeles, CA

95296
91802

90012

Mr (jail kohetich,ti S. Fish amid WiIdlik~Service Carlsbad 0111cc 2730 Loker AvenueWest Carlsbad, CA 92008
Mr Robert (ihirelli, Executive Ollicer Water Quality Control Board, l.os AngelesRegion 101 Centre PlazaDrive Monterey Park, CA 91154

Mr Kay Mac’kawa. ‘Iransportation Projects Manager Metropolitan l’ransportation Authority P.O. Box 194 l.os Angeles,CA
Natural Resources I)eh~nse Council 6175.Olive Street Los Angeles,(‘A

Mr. Mark l’isanu, Fxecmmtive l)irector SouthernCalifornia Association olGovernmnents 818 West 7th Street Los Angeles. CA

~Icrry Rellanger.City Mammager City of l)iamomtd liar 21660Fast Copley Drive, Suite 100 l)iamond Bar, CA

JcIkry Parker. City Mammager City of Walnut 2121)1 Fastl.a PuenteRoad Walnut, CA

90053

90014

901)17

91165

91189
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SCOP~NGNOTICE FOR THE PROPOSED
WEAVING IMPROVEMENT PROJECT IN THE

57/60 INTERCHANGE AREA

The California Department of
Transportation(CALTRANS) ts in
the processof prepartng a Project
StudyReport(PSR)which evaluates
potential improvements to the
57/60 Interchange in LosAngeles
County. The PSR is anticipated to
conclude that the addition of a
direct on ramp from GrandAvenue
to westbound Route 60, a direct
connectionfor the High Occupancy
Vehicle lanes(HOV) on Route 57 to
the HOV lanes on Route 60, and
shoulder rehabilitation on the
eastboundRoute60. This project
will require minimal amounts of
new right-of-way in the project
vicinity.

This notice is to advise you that
environmental studiesare being
initiated on this project. Caltrans
welcomes public comments
concerning perttnent social,
economic,and environmental
issues.Caltransencouragespublic
agenctes,interest groups, and
individuals to participate tn the
environmental process.

Pleasecontact~altrans,Office of
Environmental Planning at the
following addressby June 30, 1997
if you have wntten comments,or
wish to be on a mailing list for
actIons concerning thts project.

RONALD J. KOSINSKI, CHIEF
Environmental Planning Branch
CALTRANS, DISTRICT 7
120South Spnng Street
Los Angeles, California 90012-3606

THANK YOU FOR YOUR INTEREST



STATEOF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS AND TRANSPORTATiONAGENCY PETEWILSON. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, 120 SO. SPRING ST. ~ ~

LOS ANGELES, CA 30012-3606 ~-‘~-, -

TDD (213) $97-�610

December5. 1997

JohnD. Ballas, City Engineer
City of Industry File: 07-LA-57/60 PM R22A/R25.2
RO. Box 3366 Weaving Improvement Project
City of industry, CA 91744-0366 07234-12570K

Enclosed is the Scoping SummaryReport for the proposedproject to improve thecongestionin
theRoute57/Route60 interchange causedby weaving. TheScopingSummaryReportwas
developed subsequent to the Scoping Advertisement(seeExhibit 1). theScopinginformational
letters mailed out, andthe responses received to those notices. The studs’ area is from Grand
Avenue tojust past Brea CanyonRoadon Route60.and from PathfinderRoadon Route57 to the
centermedianareaof Route60.

Caltrans is currently considering a variety ofalternatives to expeditetraffic flow through thestudy
area. If solutionsto the current57/60designconfigurationproblemcanbe identified,theywill be
incorporatedinto this study,

TheenclosedScopingSummaryReportwill provide you with a description of the various
commentsmadeby otherrelatedto theproposedproject. Theresponsesindicatea concernwith
thecurrentlaneconfigurationon Route57 and any conflict with proposedprojects in the City of
Industry. After carefully examinationof theseandotherissues.Caltransbelievesthatall potential
impacts canbe mitigated to a level lessthansignificant. As aconsequence.Caltranswill be
preparing an initial Study/Environmental Assessment (IS/E.A which is anticipated to lead to a
Negative Declaration/Findingof No Significant Impact (ND!FONSI) ratherthan an
EnvironmentalImpact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR!EIS).

We trust this information will be usefulto you. There will be other oportunities for you to be

involved in this study.mostnotably whentheenvironmentaldocumentis circulatedfor review.
You will be notified whenthedocumentis circulatedand kept informedof any other
developments.

Thankyou for participatingin thescopingeffort for this proposedproject.

Sincerely,

CaltransDistrict 7. Office ofEnvironmentalPlanning



STATEOF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESSAND TRANSPORTATIONAGENCY PETE WILSON. Goven~o~

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRiCT 7, 120 SO. SPRING ST. ~

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012.3606
TDD (213) 8974610

- December5. 1997

JohnD. Ballas, City Engineer
City ofIndustry File: 07-LA-57/60 PM R22.4/R25.2
P.O. Box 3366 WeavinglmprovementProject
City ofIndustry,CA 91744-0366 07234-12570K

Enclosedis the ScopingSummaryReportfor theproposedprojectto improvethecongestionin
the Route 57/Route60 Interchange causedby weaving. The ScopingSummaryReportwas

developedsubsequentto theScopingAdvertisement(seeExhibit 1). the Scoping informational
lettersmailedout,and~theresponsesreceivedto thosenotices.Thestudyareais from Grand
Avenuetojust pastBreaCanyonRoadon Route60.andfrom PathfinderRoadon Route57 to the
centermedianareaof Route60.

Caltransis currently considering a varietyof alternativesto expeditetraffic flow throughthestudy
area. If solutionsto thecurrent57/60 designconfigurationproblemcan be identified,theywill be
incorporatedinto thisstudy.

TheenclosedScopingSummaryReportwill provideyou with adescriptionofthe various
commentsmadeby otherrelatedto theproposedproject. Theresponsesindicateaconcernwith
the current lane configuration on Route 57 andany conflict with proposedprojectsin theCity of
industry. .After carefully examination of these and other issues. Caltrans believes that all potential
impactscanbe mitigatedto a level lessthansignificant. As a consequence.Caltranswill be
preparingan initial Study/EnvironmentalAssessment(IS/EA) which is anticipatedto leadto a
NegativeDeclaration/FindingofNo Significant Impact(ND/FONSI) ratherthanan
EnvironmentalImpactReport/EnvironmentalImpact Statement(EIRIEIS).

We trust this information will be useful to you. There will be other oportunities for you to be
involved in this study, most notably when the environmental document is circulatedfor review.
You will be notified when the documentis circulated andkept informedof any other
developments.

Thank you for participating in thescopingeffort for this proposedproject.

Sincerely,

CaltransDistrict 7, Officeof EnvironmentalPlanning



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—8USINESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY PETEWILSON, Go’~ernor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, 120 SO.SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606 -

TDD (213) 8974610

December5. 1997

File: 07-LA-57/60 PM R22.4/R252
WeavingImprovementPrQject

07234-12570K

ConcernedCitizen.

Enclosed is the Scoping SummaryReportfor theproposedprojectto improvetheCongestionin
the Route 57/Route60 Interchangecausedby weaving. The ScopingSummaryReportwas
developedsubsequentto theScopingAdvertisement(seeExhibit 1). theScopinginformational
letters mailed out, and the responsesreceivedto thosenotices. The study area is from Grand
Avenue to just past Brea Canyon Road on Route 60, and from Pathfinder Roadon Route57 to the
center median area ofRoute 60.

Caltrans is currently considering a variety ofalternatives to expeditetraffic flow through the study
area. If solutionsto the current 57/60designconfigurationproblemcanbe identified,theywill be
incorporated into this study.

TheenclosedScopingSummaryReportwill provideyou with adescriptionof thevarious
commentsmadeby other related to the proposedproject. The responsesindicate a concernwith
the current laneconfigurationon Route57 and any conflict with proposed projects in the City of
Industry. After carefullyexaminationoftheseandother issues, Caltrans believes that all potential
impacts can be mitigated to a level lessthansignificant. As aconsequence,Caliranswill be
preparingan Initial Study/EnvironmentalAssessment(IS/EA) which is anticipatedto leadto a
NegativeDeclaration/FindingofNo SignificantImpact(ND/FONSI) rather than an
Environmental impact ReportlEnvironmental impact Statement(EIR/EIS).

Wetrust this information will be useful to you. There will be other oportunities for you to be
involved in this study,mostnotablywhentheenvironmentaldocumentis circulatedfor review.
You will benotified whenthedocumentis circulatedandkept informedof anyother
developments.

Thankyou for participatingin thescopingeffort for this proposedproject.

Sincerely.

Ron~’kbstI~ski,Chie
CaltransDistrict 7, Office of EnvironmentalPlanning
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA—8USINESSAND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY PETE WILSON. (~overnor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7,120SO.SPRING ST. ~,. -1 ~‘~-

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606 ~‘ ~

TDD (213)8974610 .

December5. 1997

File: 07-LA-57/60 PM R22.4/R25.2
WeavingimprovementProject

07234-12570K

ConcernedCitizen,

Enclosed is the ScopingSummaryReportfor theproposedproject to improvethecongestionin
the Route 57/Route60 Interchangecausedby weaving. The Scoping Summary Report was
developedsubsequentto the ScopingAdvertisement (seeExhibit I). theScopinginformational
lettersmailedout,and the responsesreceivedto thosenotices. The study area is from Grand
Avenueto justpastBreaCanyonRoadon Route60. and from Pathfinder Road on Route 57 to the
centermedian areaofRoute 60.

Caltransis currently considering a variety of alternativesto expeditetraffic flow throughthestudy
area. If solutions to the current 57/60designconfigurationproblemcanbe identified.theywill be
incorporated into this study.

The enclosedScopingSummaryReport will provide you with adescriptionofthevarious
commentsmadeby other related to theproposedproject. Theresponsesindicateaconcernwith
thecurrentlaneconfigurationon Route57 andany conflict with proposedprojectsin theCity of
Industry. After careti.tllyexaminationoftheseand otherissues.Caltransbelievesthat all potential
impacts canbe mitigated to a level less thansignificant. As aconsequence.Caltranswill be
preparing anInitial Study/EnvironmentalAssessment(IS/EA) which is anticipatedto leadto a
NegativeDeclaration/Finding ofNo Significant Impact (ND/FONSI) rather than an
Environmental impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement(EIRIEIS).

We trust this information will be useful to you. There will be other oportunities for you to be
involved in this study,mostnotablywhentheenvironmentaldocumentis circulatedfor review.
You will be notified when the document is circulated and kept informed of any other
developments.

Thankyou for participating in thescopingeffort for this proposedproject.

Sincerely,

Ron
CaltransDistrict 7, Office ofEnvironmentalPlanning



EXHIBIT B

RIGHT OF WAY CONTRACT
BY AND BETWEEN

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
AND COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES



EXHIB T ~A

LEGAL DESCR1PTION

Thatportion of Secton 9 1 2 S R 9 W. S B M, ~ntheCit~of DamondBar Courtv of Los Angees

Stateof CaFfornia,describedasfoflows

Beginningatif a Southwesterlyterminusof tFatcertaincoursehavinga bearingand1cr9th of

S 42°34 23” W 314 95 feet” asdescribedn deed‘StateParcelDO 031676~08~01)recordedAugus 27 1987 ~

InstrumentNo 87-1378454of Official Recods in theoffice of theCountyRecorderof saidcounty- thence

N 46” 26 57” E, 314 80 feet- thenceN 45°03 15’ W 10.50feet- thenceN 44°28~48’ E 701 32 feet thence

N 45°23 26 E 10923 feetto atangentcurveconcaveNorthwester’yandhavingaradiusof 183882feet,thence

Northeasterlyalongsaidcurvethrougti an angleof6°34 50” an arc length of 21’ 19 feet thencetangentto sad

cu ye N 38°48 36 W 128 97 fee to thatcertaincoursehavinga bearingand ength f N ~8°19 40’ E 96 93

feet’ asdescribedin Parcel1 deedto theStateof California (StateParcelC6800)recordedAugust27 1987as

InstrumentNo 87 1378453of Off cial Recordsin thesaidOffice distancethereonS48°19’40 W, 65.05feet

from theNortheasterlyterminusthereof,thencealongthegeneralSoutheasterlyline of saidParcel1

S 48°19 40” W 31 88 feet- thenceS47°03’ 12’ W. 235 01 feet, thenceS 45°24 27 W 46810feetto themost

Southerlycornerof saidParcel1 said po ntalsobeingthe mostNorthely cornerof saidfirst-men oneddeed,

tI-enceSouthwesterlyalongthe generalNolhwesery Ii ie of saidfirst-mentioneddeedto tnePOINT OF

BEGINNING

Thisconveyanceis madefor thepurposeof afreewayandthegrantorherebyreleasesand elinquishes

to thegranteeanyandall aDutters rights icluding accessrights, appurtenantto grantor’sremainingproperty. in

andto saidfreeway

This real propertydescription asbeenpreparedby me o undermy directon in conformancewith the

ProfessionalLand SurveyorsAct

-

Licensed LandSurveyor

Date C?2-~



EXHIBIT “4.

LEG~1DESC~IPON

An easemerfor drainagepuroosesuoon over andacrossthatoortionof Secton9 T 2 8. R 9 ~/VS B W -

in theCity of DiamondBar, Countyof LosAngeles Stateof California describedasfollows

Commencirgatthe Southwesterlyterm~nusof acertaincoursehavingabeanig andlengthof

‘S 42°34’ 23 W 314 95 feet’ asdescribedin deed(StateParcelDD03167608-01)recordedAugust27 198 as

InstrumentNo. 87-1378454of Official Recordsin the office of the CountyRecorderof saidcounty thence

N 46°26’ 57’ E 314 80 feet, thenceN 45°03’ 15” W ,0.50feet thenceN 44°28 48’ E 701 32 feet thence

N 45°23 26’ E, 2564feetto theTRUEPOINT OF BEGINNING saidpointalsobeingthe beginnng of anon-tangent

curveconcaveSouthwestery andhaving a radiusof 25.43feet: thenceSoutheasterlyalongsaidcurvefrom atangent

vhich earsN 8~°15’ 39 E throughar angleof 6 ° 35’ 23’ a’ arc distanceof 27 34 feet the cctangen to sa~d

curveS 33°08~58” E, 36 09 feet, thenceN 5-6°51 15 E, 82 34 feet thenceN 33°08’ 58 W, 3609feetto a tangent

curveconcaveSouthwesterlyandhaving a radiusof 8776 feet thenceNorthwesterlyalongsaidcurvethroughan

angleof 24°18’ 29”. an arcdistanceof 3424 feetto the intersectionof saidcurvewith the Northeasterlyprolongation

of that he‘einabovedescribedcoursehavingabea(ngof N 45°23 26” E thencealongsaid Northeastery

prolongationS 45 23’ 26 W 69 26 feet to theTRUEPOINT OF BEGINNING.

This rca propertydescriptionhasbeenpreparedby me, or urder iiy directon in conformancew th tFe

Pofessiona~a’~dSur~eyo”sAct

LicensedLard Surveyor

Date__________
Parce’77126-2



EX’-4IBIT A~

LEGPL DESCR~P’‘~‘f-’

SERIAL o5747A

The porfona°Sectol9T 2S,R.ØW S B M,nifecityofDiarrondBar Courtyof,osAngeles,

Stateof California ncludingwithin astrip of land 50,00feet y~ng25.00feeto i eachadeof thefollowing

descrbedline

CommencingattheSouthwesterlyterminusof thatcert2incoursehavingabea”ing andlengthof

842°34 23” W, 31495feet” asdescnbedn deed(StateParcelDD031676~08-011recordedAugus.27, 1987 as

InstrumentNo 87-1378454of Official Recordsii theoffice of theCountyRecordero~saidcounty’ thence

N46°26’57’E3l48OfeetthenceN45°0315 W losofeetthenceb44”28’48E l866feettotheTR E

POINT .3~SEGNhING tiercaS 87°05’ 42 8, 12185’ feet o the orthwestertyincof GoldeiSp(ngsOr e

80 00 feetwde, asshownon mapfiled n Book 154 pages27 through30. inclusi aof ParcelMaps, in Said office

Thesidelinesof theabovedescribedstrip of landshallbe prolongedor shortenedsoasto termInate

Easterlyin the Northwesterlyline ofGoldenSpringsDrive andterminateWesterlyin theNortheasterly

prolongaton of the aboie-mendonedcourseF avi g a bear-g of N 44°28 48’ E andsaidCou Sc ha~~ a

beer’ gofN4-S°2657 E

I ~sreal pro cry descrip°ionhasbeeroreparedby me or rdc ~ ci rection n confo vancewill-’ the

Professanal LandSurveyors’Act

L censedLaid S~~veyor

°arce77 ,26-°




